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Gr 
The Introduction, obſerving the Author, Title, 


Method and Occafion of writing the Pam- 
N under Conſic deration. | 


ANY being converted ani the 
Miniſtry of the Word in Neu- 
England, and enlightned into the 
Ordinance of Believers Baptiſm, whereby the 
Churches of the Baptiſt Perſuaſion at Boſtor 
and in the Country have been much increaſed, 
has alarmed the Pædobaptiſt Miniſters of that 
Colony; who have applied to one Mr. Dicł- 
enſon, a Country Miniſter, who, as my Cor- 
reſpondent informs me, has wrote with ſome 


Succeſs againſt the Arminians, to write in fa- 


vour of Infant-Sprinkling ; which Applica- 
tion he thought fit to attend unto, and ac- 
cordingly wrote a Pamphlet on that Subject; 


which has been printed in ſeveral Places, and 
ſeveral Thouſands have been publiſhed, and 
great pains have been taken to ſpread them 
e in > order to hinder the Growth of the 


B Baptiſ 


5 * 
* {x 
| 


. * q 
* * 

- 2 ]ꝗ . . WIR. — "* Rave RED. 
n an " 1 2 * 1 
DDr . 3 2 * R 2 

— 2 2 1 OY x. X 1 2 7, — 
„ — - _ . : ＋ 2 re 
f : FF, 9 3 F 2 
r — — _ SW > 


* — 
„r 


1 2 ] 
Baptiſt Intereſt. This Performance has been 


tranſmitted to me, with a Requeſt to take 


ſome notice of it by way of Reply, which I 
2 undertook to do. 
The Running Title of the Pamphlet, is 


The Divine Right of Infant Baptiſm ; but it 


it is of Divine Right, it is of God; and if it 
is of God, if it is according to his Mind, 
and is inſtituted and appointed. by him, it 
muſt be notified ſome where or other in his 
Word ; wherefore the Scriptures muſt be 
fearched into, to ſee whether it is ſo, or no; and 
upon the moſt diligent Search that can be 
made, 1t will be found that there is not the 


leaſt Mention of it in it; that there is no 


Precept enjoining it, or directing to the Ob- 
ler vation of it; nor any Inſtance, Example, 
or Precedent encouraging ſuch a Practice; 


nor any thing there ſaid or done, that gives : 


any reafon to believe it 1s the Will of God, 

that ſuch a Rite ſhould be obſerved ; where- 
fore it will appear to be entirely an human 
Invention, and as ſuch to be rejected. The 


Title Page of this Work promiſes an 1/ſuſtra- 


tion 3 6 Confirmation of the faid Divine 
Right ; but if there is no ſuch thing, as it 1s 
certain there is not, the Author muſt have a 
very difficult Taſk to illuſtrate and confirm 
it; how far he has ſucceeded in this Under- 
taking, will be the Subject of our following 
Enquiry. 

The Writer of the Pamphlet under con- 


ſideration has choſe to put his Thoughts to- 


gether 


tpi 


gether on this Subject, in the form of a Dia- 
logue between a Miniſter and one of his Pa- 
riſbioners, or Neighbours. Every Man, that 
engages in a Controverſy, may write in what 
Form and Method he will; but a By- ſtander 
will be ready to conclude, that ſuch a way of 
writing is choſe, that he may have the op- 
portunity of making his Antagoniſt ſpeak 
what he pleaſes; and indeed he would have 
acted a very unwiſe Part, had he put Argu- 
ments and Objections into his Mouth, which 
he thought he could not give any tolerable 
anſwer to; but, inaſmuch as he allows the 
Perſon the Conference is held with, to be 
not only a Man of Piety and Ingenuity, but 
of conſiderable reading, he ought to have re- 
preſented him throughout, as anſwering to 
ſuch a character; whereas, whatever Pzety 
1s ſhewn in this Debate, there is very little 
Ingenuity diſcovered ſince, for the moſt part, 
he is introduced as admitting the weak Rea» 
ſonings of the Miniſter, at once, without any 
further Controverſy; or if he is allowed to at- 
tempt a Defence of the Cauſe and Principles 
he was going over to, he is made to do it in 
a very mean and trifling manner ; and, ge- 
nerally ſpeaking, what he offers is only to 
lead on to the next thing that preſents itſelf, 
in this Diſpute : Had he been a Man of con- 
ſiderable reading, or had he read Mr. Sten. 
nett, and ſome others of the Antipædobaptiſt 
Authors, as is ſaid he had, which had occa- 
1 his Doubt about his Baptiſm, he 
B 2 would 
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. 41 
would have known what Anſwers and Ob- 
jections to have made to the Miniſter's Rea- 
ſonings, and what Arguments to have uſed 
in favour of Adult Baptiſm, and againſt In- 
fant Sprinkling. What 1 complain of is, 
that he has not made his Friend to act in 


Character, or to anſwer the Account he is 


pleaſed to give of him: However, he has a 
double End in all this Management; on the 


one hand, by repreſenting his Antagoniſt as 


a Man of Ingenuity and conſiderable Read- 
ing, he would be thought to have done a 
very great Exploit i in convincing and filencing 
ſuch a Man, and reducing him to the Ac- 
knowledgment of the Truth ; and, on the 
other hand, by making him talk ſo weakly, 


and ſo eaſily yielding to his Arguments, he 


has acted a wiſe Part, and taken care not to 


ſuffer him to ſay ſuch things, that he was not 


able to anſwer; and abich, as before ob- 


ſerved, ſeems to be the view of Writing WA 
this Dialogue way. | 


CHA P. II. 


Of the Cor mſequences of renouncing Infant 
| Baptiſm. E 


HE Miniſter, in order to frighten his 
Pariſhioner out of his Principle of 


Adult Baptiſm, he was inclined to, ſuggeſts 


terrible Conſequences that would follow upon 
it ; as his renouncing his Baptiſm in his In- 
fancy; 


131 
fancy; vacating the Covenant between God 
and him, he was brought into thereby; re- 
nouncing all other Ordinances of the Goſpel, 
as the Miniſtry of the Word, and the — 
ment of the Lord's Supper; that upon this 
Principle, Chriſt, for many Ages, muſt have 
forſaken his Church, and not made good his 
Promiſe of his Preſence in this Ordinance; 
and that there could be no ſuch thing, as Bap- 
tiſm in the World now, neither among Pas 
dobaptiſts, nor Anti pædobaptiſis. 

I, The firſt dreadful Conſequence FRY 
lowing upon a Man's — the Princi - 
ple of Believers Baptiſm, is a Renunciation 
of his Baptiſm; not of the Ordinance of 
Baptiſm, that he cannot be ſaid to reject and 
renounce; for when he embraces the Prin- 
ciple of Adult Baptiſm, and acts up ta it, 
| he receives the true - Baptiſm, which the 

Word of God warrants and directs unto, as 
will be ſeen hereafter : But it ſeems it is a 
Renunciation of his Baptiſm in his Infancy; 


and what of that? it ſhould be proved firft, 


that that is Baptiſm, and that it is good and 
valid, before it can be charged as an Evil to 
renounce it; it is right to renounce that 
which has no Warrant or Foundation in the 
Word of God: But what aggravates this ſup- 
poſed Evil is, that in it a Perſon in his early 
Infancy is dedicated to God the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt; it may be aſked, by 
whom is the Perſon in his | Infancy dedicated 
to God, _— Baptiſm is {aid to be _— 
niſtre 
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niſtred to him? Not by himſelf, for he is 


ignorant of the whole Tranſaction; it muſt 
be either by the Miniſter, or his Parents: 


The Parents indeed deſire the Child may be 
baptized; and the Miniſter uſes ſuch a Form 
of Words, I baptize thee in the Name of the 


Father, M the Son, and of the Holy Ghost; 
but what Dedication is here dds by the 
one, or by the other? However, ſeeing there 
is no Warrant from the Word of God, either 
for ſuch Baptiſm, or Dedication ; a Renun- 
ciation of it need not give any Uneaſineſs to 
any Perſon ſo baptized and dedicated. 


2aly, To embrace Adult Baptiſm, and to 


renounce Infant Baptiſm, is to vacate the 


Covenant into which a Perſon is brought 


into by his Baptiſm, p. 4. by which Cove- 


nant the Writer of the Dialdcwe means the 


Covenant of Grace, as appears from all: his 
 Afﬀter-reaſonings from thence to the 8 of 


Infants to Baptiſm. 


1. He ſuppoſes that unbaptized Perſons 


are, as to their external and viſible Relation, 


Strangers to the Covenants of Promiſe ; are 


not in Covenant with God; not fo auch a8 
viſible Chriſtians; but in a State of Heathen- 


— 


iſm; without Hope of Salvation, but from 


the uncovenanted Mercies of God, p. 4, 5, 
6. The Covenant of Grace was made from 


everlaſting; and all intereſted in it were in 
Covenant with God, as early, and ſo pre- 


vious to their Baptiſm, as to their ſecret Re- 


lation God-wards ; but this may be thought 
to 


b EF 

to be ſufficiently guarded againſt by the Re- 
ſtriction and Limitation, ** as to external 
« and viſible Relation: But I aſk, are not 
all truly penitent Perſons, all true Believers 
in Chriſt, though not as yet baptized, in 
Covenant with God, even as to their exter- 
nal and viſible Relation to him, which Faith 
makes manifeſt ? Were not the three Thou- 
ſand in Covenant with God vifibly, when 
they were pricked to the Heart, and repented 
of their Sins, and gladly received the Word 
of the Goſpel, promiſing the Remiſſion of 
them, though not as yet baptized? Was not 
the Eunuch in Covenant with God? or was 
he in a State of Heatheniſm, when he made 
that Confeſſion of his Faith, I believe that 
Jeſus Chriſt is the Son of Cod, previous to his 
going down into the Water, and being bap- 
tized? Were the Believers in Samaria, or 
thoſe at Corinth, in an uncovenanted State, 
before the one were baptized by Philip, or 
the other by the Apoſtle Paul? Was Lydia, 
whoſe Heart the Lord opened, and who at- 
tended to the Things that were ſpoken ; and 
the Jaylor that believed and rejoiced in God, 
with all his Houſe, in an uncovenanted State, 
before they ſubmitted to the Ordinance of 
Baptiſm ? Are there not ſome Perſons, that 
have never been baptized, of whom there is 
reaſon to believe they have an Intereſt in the 
Covenant of Grace? Were not the Old Teſ- 
tament Saints in the Covenant of Grace, be- 
fore this Rite of Baptiſm rook place ? Should 
1 1c 


it be faid, that Girenitedfion aid that then, 
which Baptiſin does now, enter Perſons into 
Covenant, which equally wants Proof, as this; 
it may be replied, that only commenced at 
a certain Period of Time; was not always 
in uſe, and belonged to a certain People 
only; whereas there were many before that, 
who were in the Covenant of Grace, and 
many after, and even at the ſame time it was 
enjoined, who yet were not circumciſed; of 
which more hereafter: From all which it 
appears, how falſe that Aſſertion is, 
2. That a Man is brought into Covenant 
by Baptiſm, as this Writer affirms; ſeeing the 
2 of Grace is from everlaſting ; ; and 
thoſe that are put into it, were put into it 
ſo ſoon ; and that by God himſelf, whoſe 
fole Prerogative it is. Parents cannot enter 
their Children into Covenant, nor Children 
themſelves, nor Minifters by ſprinkling Wa- 
ter upon them; it is an Act of the ſovereign 
Grace of God, who ſays, I will be their God, 
and they ſhall be my People : The Phraſe of 
bringing into the Bond of the Covenant, is but 
once uſed in Scripture ; and then it is aſcribed 
to God, and not to the Creature; not to any 
Act done by him, or done to him, e 
XX. 37. and much leſs, 

Can this Covenant be vacated, or made 
null and void, by renouncing Infant Baptiſm: 3 
The Covenant of Grace is ordered in all 
Things, and ſure; its Promiſes are Vea and 


_— in — its Bleſſings are the ſure 
1 gn Mercies 


| 151 ” 
Mercies of David; God will not break #.-- i 
and Men cannot make it void ; it is to evers.: haut Th 1 
laſting, as well as from everlaſting 3 thoſe: 0 
that are once in it can never be put ddt He 1 
it; nor can it be vacated by any thing dene „5 
by them. This Man muſt have a ſtran oo | 
Notion of the Covenant of Grace, to write 
after this rate; he is ſaid to have wrote a- 
gainſt the Arminians with ſome Succeſs; if 
he has, it muſt be in a different manner 
from this; for upon this Principle, that the 
Covenant of Grace may be made null and 
void by an Act of the Creature, how will 
the Election of God ſtand- fure? or the 
Promiſe of the Covenant be ſure to all the 
Seed? What will become of the Doctrine 
of the Saints Perſeverance? or of the Cer- 
tainty of Salvation to thoſe that are baten 
redeemed, and called? | | 
2dly, Another Conſequence faid to fol- 
low, on eſpouſing the Principle of Adult 
Baptiſm, and renouncing that of Infants, is 
a renouncing all other Ordinances of the 
Goſpel, as the Miniſtry of the Word, and 
the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, prac- 
tically denying the Influences of the Spirit 
in them, and all Uſefulneſs, Comfort, and 
Communion by them. All which this Au- 
thor endeavours to make out, by obſerving, 
that if Infant Baptiſm is a Nullity, then 
thoſe, who have received no other, if Mi- 
niſters, have no Right to adminiſter Sa- 
cred Ordinances, being unbaptized; and, 
4:3 C if 
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if private Perſons, they have no Right to 
partake of the Lord's s Supper, for the ſame 
Reaſon ; and ſo all public Ordinances are 
juſt ſuch a Nullity as Infant Baptiſm ; ; and 
all the Influences of the Spirit, in Conver- 


ſion, Comfort, and Communion, by them, 


muſt be practically denied, p. 5, 6. To 
which may be replied, That though upon 
the Principle of Adult Baptiſm, as neceſſary 
to the Communion of Churches, it follows, 
that no unbaptized Perſon is regularly called 
to the Preaching of the Word, and Admi- 
niſtration of Ordinances, or can be a regular 
Communicant ; yet it does not follow, that 
a Man that renounces Infant Baptifm, and 


embraces Believers Baptiſm, muſt renounce 
all other Ordinances, and look upon them 


juſt ſuch Nullities as Infant Baptiſm is, 
and deny all the Comfort and Communion 


he has had in them; becauſe the Word may 


be truly preached, and the Ordinance of the 


Lord's Supper, be duly adminiſtred by an ir- 
regular Man, and even by a wicked Man; 


yea, may be made uſeful for Converfion and 


Comfort; for the Uſe and Efficacy of the 
Word and Ordinances, do not depend upon 
the Miniſter or Adminiſtrator; but upon 
God himſelf, who can, and does, ſome- 
times make uſe of his own Word, for Con- 
verſion, though preached by an irregular, 


and even an immoral Man, and of his own 
Ordinances, for Comfort, by ſuch: an one 
to his an, though they may be irregu- 


lar 


Eur 5 

lar and deficient in ſome Things, through 
| Ignorance and Inadvertency. 
4thly, Another Conſequence following 
upon this Principle, as ſuppoſed, is, That 
il Infant Baptiſm is no Inſtitution of Chriſt, 
and to be rejected, then the Promiſe of 
Chriſt, to be with his Miniſters in the Ad- 
miniſtration of the Ordinance of Baptiſm, 
to the End of the World, Matt. xxvili. 
19, 20. is not made good; ſince, for ſeve- 
ral Ages, even from the fourth to the ſix- 
teenth Century, Infant Baptiſm univerſally 
obtained, p. 6, 7, 8. To which the follow- 
ing Anſwer. may be returned. That the 
Period of Time pitched upon for the Pre- 
valence of Infant Baptiſm is very unhappy 
for the Credit of it, both as to the Beginning 
and End; as to the Beginning of it, in the 
fourth Century, a Period in which Cor- 
ruption in Doctrine and Diſcipline flowed 
into the Church, and the Man of Sin was 
ripening a-pace, for his Appearance ; and 
likewiſe as to the End, the Time of the 
Reformation, in which ſuch Abuſes began 
to be corrected : The whole is a Period of 
Time, in which the true Church of Chriſt 
began gradually to diſappear, or to be hid- 
den, and at laſt fled into the Wilderneſs ; 
where ſhe has not been forſaken of Chriſt, 
but is, and will be, nouriſhed, for a Time, 
and Times, and half a Time; this Period 
includes the groſs Darkneſs of Popery, and 


all the Depths of Satan; and which to ſuffer 
C2 was 


[12] 


was no ways contrary. to the Veracity of 


Chriſt, in his Promiſe to be with his true 


Church and faithful Miniſters, to the End 
of the World. Chriſt has no where pro- 
miſed, that his Doctrines and Ordinances 
ſhould not be perverted ; but, on the con- 
trary, has given clear and ſtrong Intima- 
tions, that there ſhould be a general Falling- 
away and Departure from the Truth and 
Ordinances of the Goſpel, to make way for 
the Revelation of Antichriſt ; and though it 
will be allowed, that during this Period In- 
fant Baptiſm prevailed, yet it did not uni- 
verſally obtain. There were Witneſſes for 
Adult Baptiſm in every Age, and Chriſt 
had a Church in the Wilderneſs, in Ob- 
ſcurity, at this Time; namely, in the Val- 
leys of Pied mont, Who were, from the Be- 
ginning of the Apoſtacy, and witneſſed 
againſt it, and bore their Teſtimony againſt 
Infant Baptiſm, as will be ſeen hereafter, 
and with theſe his Preſence was; nor did he 


_ promiſe it to any, but in the faithful Mi- 


niſtration of his Word and Ordinances, 
which he has always made good; and it 


will lie upon this Writer and his 4 e 
to prove the gracious Preſence of Chriſt, 


the Adminiſtration of Infant Baptiſm. _ 

5thly, It is ſaid, That, upon theſe Prin- 
ciples, rejecting Infant Baptiſm, and eſpouſ- 
ing Believers Baptiſm, it is not poſſible there 
ſhould be any Baptiſm at all in the World, 
either among Pædobaptiſts, or Anti pœdo- 


baptiſis; 


184 
baptiſts; the Reaſon of this Conſequence'is; - 
becauſe the Madmen of Munfter, from 
whom this Writer dates the firſt Oppoſition 
to Infant Baptiſm ; and the firſt Autipœdo- 
| baptifls in England had no other Baptiſm 
than what they received in their Infancy ; 
that Adult Baptiſm mult firſt be adminiſtred 
by unbaptized Perſons, if Infant Baptiſin is 
no Ordinance of Chriſt, but a mere Nullity; 
and ſo by ſuch as had no Claim to the Goſ- 
pel Miniſtry, nor Right to adminiſter Ordi- 
nances; and conſequently the whole Suc- 
ceſſion of the Antipædobaptiſt Churches muſt 
remain unbaptized to this Day; and ſo no 
more Baptiſm among them, than among the 
Pæœdobaptiſis, until there is a new Commiſ- 
ſion from Heaven, to renew and reſtore this 
Ordinance, which is, at preſent, loſt out of 
the World, p. 6, 8, 9. As for the Mad- 
men of Munſter, as this Writer calls them, 
and the Riſe of the Antipædobaptiſis from 
them, and what is ſaid of them I ſhall 
conſider in the next Chapter. The Eng- 
liſi Antipedobaptiſts, when they were firſt 
convinced of Adult Baptiſm, and of the 
Mode of adminiſtring it by Immerſion, and 
of the Neceſſity of ſetting a Reformation 
on foot, in this Matter, met together, and 
conſulted about it; when they had ſome. 
Difficulties thrown in their way, about a 
proper Adminiſtrator to begin this Work; 
ſome were for {ending Meſſengers to foreign 
Churches, who were the Succeſſors of the 
| | antient 
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antient Waldenſes in France and Bohemia; 
and accordingly did ſend over ſome, who 
being baptized, returned and baptized o- 
thers. And this is a ſufficient Anſwer to 
all that this Writer has advanced. But others 
thought that this was a needleſs Scruple, and 
looked too much like the Popiſh Notion of 
an uninterrupted Succeſſion, and a Right 
conveyed through that to adminiſter Ordi- 
nances; and therefore judged, in ſuch a 
Caſe as theirs, there being a general Corrup- 
tion as to this Ordinance, that an unbaptized 
Perſon, who appeared to be otherwiſe qua- 
lified, to preach the Word, and adminiſter 
Ordinances, ſhould begin it; and juſtified 
themſelves upon the ſame Principles that 
other Reformers did, who, without any 
regard to an'uninterrupted Succeſſion, ſet up 
new Churches, ordained Paſtors, and ad- 
miniſtred Ordinances : It muſt. be owned, 
that in ordinary Caſes, he ought to be 
baptized himſelf, that baptizes another, 
or preaches the Word, or adminiſters o- 
ther Ordinances ; but in an extraordi 

Caſe as. this, of beginning a Reformation, 
from a general Corruption, where ſuch 
an Adminiſtrator cannot be had, it may be 
done; nor is it eſſential to the Ordinance 
that there ſhould be ſuch an Adminiſtrator, 
or otherwiſe it could never have been in- 
troduced into the World at all at firſt ; 
the firſt Adminiſtrator muſt be an unbap- 
tized Perſon, as John the Baptiſt was. Ac- 
ER = cording 


1151 
cording to this Man's Train of Reaſoning, 
there never was, nor could be any valid 
Baptiſm in the World; for John, the firſt 
Adminiſtrator, being an unbaptized Perſon, 
the whole Succeſſion of Churches from that 
Time to this Day muſt remain unbaptized. 
It will be faid, that he had a Commiſ- 
ſion from Heaven to begin this new Or- 
dinance; and a like one ſhould be ſhewn 
for the Reſtoration of it. To which I an- 
ſwer, That there being a plain Direction 
for the Adminiſtration of this Ordinance, in 
the Word, there was no need of a new 
Commiſſion to reftore it from a general 
Corruption ; it was enough for any Perſon 
ſenſible of the Corruption, to'attempt a Re- 
formation, and to adminiſter it in the right 
Way, who was ſatisfied of his Call from God, 
to preach the Goſpel, and adminiſter Ordi- 
nances, according to the Word. I ſhall 
cloſe this Chapter with the Words of Zan- 
_chy *, a Proteſtant Divine, and a Pædobap- 
tijt, and a Man of as great Learning and 
Judgment, as any among the firſt Refor- 
mers: © It is a fifth Queſtion (he ſays) pro- 
poſed by Auguſtin. contra Parmen. l. 2. 
C. 13. col. 42. but not ſolved, Whether 
ehe that never was baptized may baptize 
* another; and of this Queſtion he ſays, 
* (1, e. Auſtin) nothing is to be affirmed 
© without the Authority of a Council, 
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Nevertheleſs, Thomas ( Aquinas ) takes 
upon him to determine it, from an An- 
ſwer of Pope Nicholas, to the Enquiries 
of the Dutch, as it is had in Decr. de 
Conſec. dift. 4, can. 22. where we thus 


a read; «© You ſay, by a certain Few, 


cc 


cc 


* 


c 
cc 
cc 
« 


c 


= 


Toh 


whether a Chriſtian or a Heathen you 
know not, (i. e. whether baptized or un- 
baptized) many were baptized in your 


Country, and you deſire to know what is 


to be done in this Caſe; truly if they are 
baptized in the Name of the Holy Tri- 
nity, or only in the Name of Chriſt, they 

ought not to be baptized again.” And 


Thomas. confirms the ſame, by a Saying 
of Tfidore, which likewiſe is produced in 
the ſame Diſtinction, can. 2x. where he 


fay 


ce 
cc 
cc 
ce 
cc 
cc 
cc 
4c 
ce 
ce 
cc 
cc 
cc 


cc 


s, * that the Spirit of Chriſt miniſters 
the Grace of Baptiſm, though he be a 
Heathen that baptizes. Wherefore, ſays 
Thomas, if there fhould be two Perſons 
not yet baptized, who believe in Chriſt, 
and they have no lawful Adminiſtrator, 
by whom they may be baptized, one may, - 
without Sin, be baptized by the other; 


the Neceſſity of Death obliging to it. 


All this { adds Zanchy.) proceeds from 
hence, that they thought Water Baptiſm 
abſolutely neceſſary; but what cannot be 


determined: by the Word of God, we 


ſhould not dare to determine. - But (ſays 
he) I'll propoſe a Queſtion, which, 1 


think, may be ** anſwered ; r 


«c ing 


I 10 1 

< ing a Turk in a Country where he could 
« not eaſily come at Chriſtian Churches; 
«he; by reading the New Teſtament, is 
e {le £4 with the Knowledge of Chriſt, 
“ and with Faith; he teaches his Family, 
« and converts that to Chriſt, and ſo others 
c likewiſe; the Queſtion is, whether he 
ce may baptize them whom he has con- 
„ verted to Chriſt, though he himſelf ne- 
© ver was baptized with Water Baptiſm ? 
ee J don't doubt but he may; and, on the 
<« other hand, take care that he himſelf be 
<« baptized, by another of them that were 
converted by him; the Reaſon is, becauſe 
© he is a Miniſter of the Word, extraordi- 
«© narily raiſed up by Chriſt ; ſo that ſuch a 
e Miniſter may, Ke them, by the Conſent 
_ © of the Church, appoint a Colleague, and 
take care that he be baptized by him.“ The 
Reaſon which Zancby gives, will, 1 hold 
good in the Caſe of the firſt Antipadobapriſs 
in England. 


. H A P. Ill. 


Of the Antiquity of Infant Baptiſm ; a fo 4 
dhated ; and ee the Waldenſes. 


HE Miniſter, in this 6 in 3 

to ſtagger his Neighbour about the 
Pabel of Adult Baptiſm, he had eſpouſed, 
ſuggeſts to him, that Infant Baptiſm did uni- 
verſally obtain in the Church, even from the 
D Apoſtles 
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eee Times; that undoubted Evidence 
may be had from the antient Fathers, that 

it conſtantly obtained in the truly primitive 
Church; and that it can't be pretended that 
this Practice was called in queſtion, or made 


Matter of Debate in the Church, till the Mad- 


men of Munſter ſet themſelves againſt it; and 


affirms, that the antient Waldenſes being in the 
conſtant Practice of Adult Baptiſm, is a mere 
Imagination, a chimerical one, and to be re- 


jected as a groundleſs Figment, p. 7, 9. 


I. This Writer intimates, that the Practice 
of Infant Baptiſm univerſally and conſtantly ob- 
tained in the truly primitive Church. The 
truly primitive Church is the Church in the 
Times of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. The firſt 
Chriſtian Church was that at Feruſalem, which 
conſiſted of ſuch as were made the Diſciples 
of Chriſt, and baptized ; firſt made Diſciples 
by Chriſt, and then baptized by his Apoſtles; 
for Jeſus himſelf baptized none, only they 
baptized by his Order, John iv. 1, 2.“ Ads 
This Church afterwards greatly in- 
creaſed ; three thouſand Perſons, who were 
pricked to the Heart under Peter's Miniſtry, 
repented of their Sins, and joyfully received 
the good News of Pardon and Salvation by 
Chriſt, were baptized, and added to it; theſe 
were adult Perſons; nor do we read of any 
one Infant being baptized, while this truly pri- 
mitive Church ſubſiſted. The next Chriſtian 
Church was that at Samaria; for that there 


was a Church there, is evident from Adds ix. 31. 
1 This 


54. 


[19] 

This ſeems to have been founded by the Mi- 
niſtry of Philip; the original Members of it 
were Men and Women baptized by Philip, 
upon a Profeſſion of their Faith in he Things 
preached by him, concerning the Kingdom of 
God, and the Name of Jeſus Chrift,. Acts 
viii. 12. nor is there the leaſt Intimation given 
that Infant Baptiſm at all obtained in this 
Church. Another truly primitive Chriſtian 
Church, was the Church at Philippi; the 
Foundation of which was laid in the two Fa- 
milies of Lydia and the Gaoler, and which 
furniſh out no Proof of Infant Baptiſm obtain- 
ing here, as we ſhall ſee hereafter ; for Lydia's 
Houſhold are called Brethren, whom the A- 
poſtles viſited and comforted ; and the Gaoler's 
Houſhold were ſuch as were capable of hear- 
ing the Word, and who believed in Chriſt, 
and rejoiced in God as well as he, Adds xvi. 
14, 15, 32, 33, 34> 40. So that it does not 
appear that Infant Baptiſm obtained in this 
Church. The next Chriſtian Church we read 
of, and which was a truly primitive one, is 
the Church at Corinth, and conſiſted of Per- 
Tons who, hearing the Apoſtle Paul preach 
the Goſpel, believed in Chriſt, whom he 
preached, and were baptized, Acts xviii. 8. 
but there is no Mention made of any Infant 
being baptized, either now or hereafter, in this 
truly primitive Church State, Theſe are all 
the truly primitive Churches, of whoſe Bap- 
tiſm we have any Account in the ges of 7be 


Apoſtles, excepting Cornelius, and his Family 
D 2 _ 
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end Friends, who very probably founded. a 
Church at Cafarea ; ; and the twelve Diſciples 
at Epheſus, who very likely joined to the 
Church there, and who are both Inſtances of 
Adult Baptiſm, Acts x. 48. and xix. 1.—7. 

Let it be made appear, is it can, that any: one 
Infant was ever baptized in any of the above 
truly primitive Churches, or in any other dur- 
ing the Apoſtolic Age, either at Antioch or 
Theſſalonica, at Rome, or at Colefſe, or any o- 
ther primitive Church of thoſe Times. But 
though this can't be made out from the Writ- 


ings of the New Teſtament, we are told, 


II. That undoubted Evidence may be had 
from the antient Fathers, that Infant Baptiſm 
conſtantly obtained in the truly primitive 
Church. Let.us a little enquire into this 
Matter. 

3 The Chriſtian Writers of the firſt Cen- 

, beſides the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles, are 


[mak Hermas, Clemens Romanus, Igna- 


tins and Polycarp. As to the two firſt of theſe, 


Barnabas and Hermas, the learned Mr. Sten-' 


net has cited ſome Paſſages out of them; and 


J _—_ him Mr. David Rees e; for which Rea- 


ſon, I forbear tranſcribing them ; which are 
manifeſt Proofs of Adult Baptiſm, and that 
as performed by Immerſion; they repreſent 
the Perſons baptized, the one * as hoping in 
the Croſs of Chriſt, the other * as having heard 


the 
*. Anſwer to Ru ens p. 142, 143, c Anſwer to Walter, 
R. 157. Se. Barnabæ Epiſt. c. 9. 5p. 235. 236. .. Vall. 


* Herme Paſtor, I. 1. wiſ. 3. /. 25 & 1. J- 16. 


the Word, and being willing to be baptized in 
the Name of the Lord; and both as going 
down into the Water, and coming up out of 
it. Clemens Romanus wrote an Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians, ſtill extant; but there is not a 
Syllable in it about Infant Baptiſm: Ignatius 
wrote Epiſtles to ſeveral Churches, as well as 
to particular Perſons; but makes no Mention 
of the Practice of Infant Baptiſm in any of 
them: What he fays of Baptiſm, favours Adult 
Baptiſm; ſince he ſpeaks of it as attended 
with Faith, Love, and Patience: Let your 


“ Baptiſm (ſays he *)remain as Armour; Faith” 


© 2s an Helmet, Love as a Spear, and Pa- 


ce tience as whole Armour.” Polycarp wrote 


an Epiſtle to the Philippians, which is yet in 
being; but there is not one Word in it about 
Infant Baptiſm. So that it is ſo far from being 
true, that there is undoubted Evidence from 


the antient Fathers, that this Practice univer- 
ſally and conſtantly obtained in the truly pri- 
mitive Church, that there is no Evidence at 


all that it did obtain, in any reſpe&, in the 


firſt Century, or Apoſtolic Age; and which is 
the only Period in which the truly primitive 
Church of Chriſt can be ſaid to ſubſiſt. There 
is indeed a Work called The Conſtitutions of the 
Apoſtles, and ſometimes the Conſtitutions of 
Clemens, becauſe he is ſaid to be the Com- 
piler of them; and another Book of Eccleſaſ- 


tical Hierarchy, aſcribed to Dionyſius the A. 
reopagite, out of which, Paſſages have been 
1 cited 
Ignatii Epiſt. ad Polycarp. p. 14. Ed. Veſ.. | 
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cited in favour of Infant Baptiſm; but theſe 
are manifeſtly of later Date than they pretend 
to, and were never written by the Perſons 
whoſe Names they bear, and are condemned 
as ſpurious by learned Men, and are given up 
as ſuch by Dr. Wall, in his thftory of Infant 
Baptiſm b. 

2. The n. Writers of the ſecond Cen- 
tury, which are extant, are Juſtin Martyr, 
Athenagoras, Tbeophi Jus of Antioch, Tatian, 

Minutius Felix, Irenæus, and Clemans of ler 
andria; and of all theſe Writers, there is not 
one that ſays any Thing of Infant Baptiſm; 

there is but one pretended to, and that is Ve- 
nus; and but a fingle Paſſage out of him; and 
that depends upon a ſingle Word, the Signifi- 
cation of which is doubtful at beſt; and beſides 
the Paſſage is only a Tranſlation of Trenæus, and 
not expreſſed in his own original Words; and 
the Chapter, from whence it is taken, is by ſome 
learned Men judged to be ſpurious; fats it ad- 
vances a Notion inconſiſtent with that antient 
Writer, and notoriouſly contrary to the Books 
of the Evangeliſts, making Chriſt to live to be 
fifty Years old, yea, to live to a ſenior Age: 
The Paſſage, produced in favour of Infant Bap- 
tiſm, is this; ſpeaking of Chriſt, he fays®, 
« Sanctifying every Age, by that Likeneſs it had 
eto him; for he came to fave all by himſelf; all, 
«1 fay, ui per eum renaſcuntur in Deum, who 
e by him are born again unto God; Infants, 
* and little ones, and Children, and young 
Men, 


s Part I. c. 3. Irenzus adv. Hæreſ. I. 2. c. 39. p. 191. 
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« Men, and old Men; therefore he went 
<« through every Age, and became an Infant, 
e to Infants ſanctifying Infants; and to little 
Ones a little One, ſanctifying thoſe of that 
„ Age; and likewiſe became an Example of 
ce Piety, Righteouſneſs, and Subjection:“ Now, 
the Queſtion is about the Word renaſcuntur, 
whether it is to be rendered horn again, which 
is the literal Senſe of the Word, or baptized; 
the true Senſe of Jrenæus ſeems to be this, that 
Chriſt came to ſave all, that are regenerated by 
his Grace and Spirit; and none but they, ac- 
cording to his own Words, John iii. 3, 5. and 
that by aſſuming human Nature, and paſſing 
through the ſeveral Stages of Life, he has ſanc- 
tified it, and ſet an Example to Men of every 
Age. And this now is all the Evidence, the 
undoubted Evidence of Infant Baptiſm, from 
the Fathers of the firſt two Centuries ; it would 
be eaſy to produce Paſſages out of the above 
Writers, in favour of Believers Baptiſm ; I ſhall 
only cite one out of the firſt of them ; the 
Account, that Tuſtin Martyr gave to the Empe- 
ror Antoninus Pius of the Chriftians of his 
Day; though it has been cited by Mr. Stennef 
and Mr, Rees, I ſhall chooſe to tranſcribe it; 
becauſe, as Dr. Wall fays*, it is the moſt an- 
tient Account of the Way of baptizing next the 
Scripture, ©* And now, ſays Juſtin ©, we will 
« declare after what Manner, when we were 


© renewed by Chriſt, we devoted ourſelves unto 
e . « God; 


1 Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, Part I. c. 2.  +w roher 0 
ce dux aur, & c. Juſtin. Apolog. II. p. 93, 94. Ed. Panl. 
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*« God; leſt, omitting this, we ſhould. a to 
« act a bad Part in this Declaration. As 


cc many, as are perſuaded, and believe the 


6 T hings, taught and faid by us, to be true, 
« and promiſe to live according to them, are 
< inſtructed to pray, and to aſk faſting, the 
4e Forgiveneſs of their paſt Sins of God, we 
e praying and faſting together with them. Af- 
* ter that, they are brought by us, where 
s Water is, and they are regenerated in the 
c ſame Way of Regeneration, as we have been 
regenerated ; for they are then waſhed. in 
cc Water, in the N ame. of theF ather and Lord 
* God of all, and of our Saviour Feſus Chr, 


* and of the Holy Spirit“ There is a Work, 
which bears the Name of Tuſtin, called An- 
ers to the Orthodox, concerning ſome-neceſſary 


ueſtions ; to which we are ſometimes referred 
for a Proof of Infant Baptiſm ; but the Book 


is ſpurious, and none of - Juſtin's, as many 


learned Men have obſerved ; and as Dr. Wall 
allows; and is thought hot to have been writ- 
ten before the fifth Century. So ſtands the 
Evidence for Infant Baptiſm, from the ancient 


Fathers of the firſt two Centuries. 


As to the third Century, it will be al- 


| lowed, that it was ſpoken of in it; though as 


ſoon as it was mentioned, it was oppoſed ; and 


the very firſt Man that mentions it, ſpeaks 


againſt , namely, Tertullian. The Truth of 
the Matter i is, that Infant Baptiſm was moved 
for in the third Century; got Footing and Eſ- 


tabliſhment in the fourth and fifth; and ſo pre- 


vailed 


< 


Las ] 


vailed until the Time of the Reformation: 


Though, throughout theſe ſeveral Centuries; 
there were Teſtimonies bore to Adult Baptiſm ; 


and at ſeveral Times, certain Perſons roſe up, 


and rel Infant Baptiſm; ; which brings 2 


nb”; (fi 
III. To condlibie what our Author afficins; 
that it cannot be pretended that this Practice 
was called in queſtion, or made Matter of De- 
bate in the Church, until the mad Men of 
Munſter ſet themſelves againſt it, P. 7. let us 
examine this Matter, and, 

1. It ſhould be obſerved, that PRs Diſturb⸗ 
ances in Germany, which our Pædobaptiſt Wri- 
ters ſo often refer to in this Controverſy about 
Baptiſm, and ſo frequently reproach us with, 
were firſt begun in the Wars of the Boors, by 


ſuch as were Pædobaptiſts, and them only; firſt - 


by the Papiſts, ſome few Years before the Re- 
formation; and after that, both by Lutherans 
and Papiſts, on account of civil Liberties ; 


among whom, in Proceſs of Time, ſome few 


of the: People called Anabaptifts mingled them- 
ſelves; a People that ſcarce in any Thing agree 
with us, neither in their civil, nor religious Prin- 
ciples; nor even in Baptiſm itſelf; for if we 
can depend on thoſe, that wrote the Hiſtory of 
them, and againſt them; they were for repeat- 
ing Adult Baptiſm, not performed among them; 
yea, that which was adminiſtred among them- 
ſelves, when they removed their Communion 
to another Society; nay, even in the ſame 


Community, when an excommuntcated Perſon 
— Was 
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was received again!; beſides, if what is re- 
ported of them is true, as it may be, their Bap- 
tiſm was performed by ſprinkling, which we 
cannot allow to be true Baptiſm; it is faid, 
that when a Community of them was ſatisfied 
with the Perſon's Faith and Converſation, who 
propoſed for Baptiſm, the Paſtor took Water 
ito his Hand, and ſprinkled it on the Head of 
him, that was to be baptized, uſing theſe 
Words, I baptize thee in the Name of the Fa- 
ther, of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt ®: And 
even the Diſturbances in Munfter, a famous 
City in Yeſiphalia, were firſt begun by Ber- 
nard Rotman, a Pædobaptiſt Minifter of the 
Lutheran Perſuaſion, affiſted by other Mini- 
ſters of the Reformation, in oppoſition to the Pa- 
piſts in the Year 1 532; and it was not till the Year 
1533, that ohn Matthias of Harlem, and John 
Bocoldus of Leyden came to this Place * ; who, 
with Knpperdoliing and others, are, I ſuppoſe, 
the Madmen of Munſter, this Writer means; 
and he may call them Madmen, if he pleaſes; 
T ſhall not contend with him about it; they 
were mad Notions which 'they held, and mad 
Actions they performed; and both difavowed 
by the People, who are now called Anabaptiſts; 
though it is not reaſonable to fuppoſe, that 
theſe were the only Men coneerned in that 
Affair, or that the Number of their Followers 
mould increaſe to ſuch a Degree in fo ſmall a 
time, as to make ſuch a Revolution in fo large 
: . 


1 Cloppenburg. Gangræna, p. 366. Spanhem. Diatribe Hiſt. 
Sect. 27. ® Budneus apud Meſhov. Hiſt, Anabapt. I. 4. p. 06. 
» Sleidan. Comment. J. 10. p. 257, 269. Spanhem. Diatribe 
Hiſtor, de Origine Anabaptiſt. Sect. 18. | 


121 
a City: However certain it is that, it was not 
their Principle about Baptiſm, that led them 
into ſuch extravagant Notions and Actions: 
But what I take notice of all this for, is chiefly 
to obſerve the Date of the Confuſions and 
Diſtractions, in which theſe Madmen were con- 
cerned; which were from the .Year 1533 to 
1536: And our next Enquiry therefore is, 
whether there was any Debate about the Prac- 
tice of Infant 3 before this Time 
And, 2 7 


2. It will appear, that it was as Frequently de- 
. before theſe Men ſet themſelves a gainſt 


it, or acted the mad Part they did: In the 


Years 1532 and 1528, there were publick 
Diſputations at Berne in Switzerland, between 
the Miniſters of the Church there and ſome 
Anabaptiſt Teachers; in the Years 1529, 


1527 and 1525, Fs Occolampadius had various 


Diſputes with People of this Name at Baſil in 
the ſame Country?; in the Year 1 52 5, there 
was a Diſpute at Zurich in the ſame Country 
about Pædobaptiſin, between Zwinghus, one of 
the firſt Reformers, and Dr. Balthaſar Hub- 
mezerus i, who afterwards was burnt, and his 
Wife drawned at Vienna, 1n the Year 1 5283 

of whom Me/hovrus *, though a Papiſt, gives 
this Character; that he was from his Childhood 
brought up in Learning; and for his ſingular 
Erudition was honoured with a Degree in Di- 


vanity"; z was a very eloquent Man, and read in 


„ the 


* Spanhem. ibid. Sect. 14. Meſhov. Anabaptiſt. Hiſtor. I. 3+ 
c. 16, 18. p Spanhem. Sect. 13. Meſhovius, ibid. c. 2. 4 Span” 
- hem, Sect. 11. Meſhov, 1. 2. e. 4. Ln, 
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[28] 
the Scriptures, and Fathers of the - Church! 
Hoornbeck calls him a famous and eloquent 
Preacher, and ſays he was the firſt of the Re- 
formed Preachers at Waldſhut :+ There were ſe- 
veral Diſputations with others in the ſame 
Year at this Place; upon which an Edict was 
made by the Senate at Zurich, forbidding Re- 
baptization, under the Penalty of being fined a 
Silver Mark, and of being impriſoned, and 


even drowned, according to the Nature of the 


Offence. And in the Year 1526, or 1527, ac- 


cCording to Hoornbeck, Felix Mans, or Mentz, 


was drowned at Zurich; this Man, Meſbovius 
ſays t, whom he calls Felix Mantſcber, was of 
a noble Family; and both he, and Conrad 


Grebel, whom he calls Cunrad Grebbe, who 


are ſaid to give the firſt Riſe to Anabaptiſm at 
Zurich, were very learned Men, and well 
Killed in the Latin, Greek, and Hebrew Lan- 
guages. And the fame Writer affirms, that 
Anabaptiſm was ſet on foot at Wittenberg, in 
the Year 1522, by Nicholas Pelargus, or Stork, 
who had Companions with him of very great 
Learning, as Carolgſtadius, Philip Melanclhbon, 
and others; this, he ſays, was done, whilſt 
Luther was lurking as an Exile in the Caſtle of 
Wartpurg in Thuringia; and that when he re- 
turned from thence to Wittenberg, he baniſhed 
Carolgſtadius, Pelargus, More, Didymus, and 
others, and only received Melanciben again. 
This carries the Oppoſition to Padobeptiſm 
: . within 
b LT 11 I. 5. p. 356. Meſhov. L 2. c. J. 


[29] 


within five Years of the Reformation, begun 


by Luther ; and certain it is, there were many 
and great Debates about Infant Baptiſm at the 


frirſt of the Reformation, Years before the Affair 


of Munſter : And evident it is, that ſome of 
the firſt Reformers were inclined to have at- 
tempted a Reformation in this Ordinance, 
though they, for reaſons beſt known to them- 
ſelves, dropped it ; and even Zuinglius him- 
ſelf, who was a bitter Perſecutor of the People 
called Anabaptiſts afterwards, was once of the 
fame Mind err and again FOR 

But, 
45 It will appear; that this was a Matter of 
Debate, and was oppoſed before the Time of 
the Reformation. There was a Sett of People 
in Bohemia, near a hundred Years before that, 
who appear to be of the ſame Perſuaſion with 
the People, called Anabaptiſts; for in a Letter, 
written by Coftelecius out of Bohemia to Eraf= 
mus, dated Ocfob. 10, 1519, among other 
Things ſaid of them, which agree with the 
ſaid People, this is one; ſuch as come over 
to their Sect, muſt every one be baptized 
© anew in meer Water; the Writer of the 
Letter calls them Pyghards, ſo named, he ſays, 
from a certain Refugee, that came thither 97 
Years before the Date of the Letter. Pope 
Innocent the Third, under whom was the La- 
teran Council, A. D. 121 5, has, in the Decre- 
55 a Letter, in Anſwer to a Letter from the 
Biſhop 


V Inter Colomeſ. Collect. apud Wall's ä of Infant Bape 
tim, Part II. p. 200, 
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1 3 
Biſhop of Arles in Provence, which had te- 
— to him, that Some - Hereticks 
ce there had taught, that it was to no Purpoſe 
< to baptiae Children, ſince they could have 


4432 — 


4 25 0 Forgiveneſs of Sins thereby, as having 


no Faith, Charity, Cc.“ So that it is a clear 
Paint, that there were ſome that ſet themſelves 
againſt Infant Baptiſm in the Thirteenth Cen- 


tury, three hundred Years before the Refor- 


mation; yea, in the Twelfth Century there 
were ſome that oppoſed Pædobaptiſm. Mr. 
Fox, the Martyrologiſt, relates from the Hiſ- 
tory of Robert Guiſourne?, , that two Men, Ger- 
hardus and Dulcinus in the Reign of Henry the 
Second, about the Year of our Lord, 1158; 
who, 1 ſuppoſes, had received ſome Light of 
Knowledge of the Waldenſes, brought thirty 
with them into England; who, by the King 
and the Prelates, were all burnt in the Fore- 
head, and ſo driven out of the Realm; and 


after were {lain by the Pope. Rapin calls 


them German Hereticks, and places their com- 
ing into England, at the Year 1166; But Wil 


ham of | Newbury * calls them Publicans, and 


only mentions Gerhardus, as at the Head of 
== and whom he allows to be ſomewhat 
learned, but all the reſt very illiterate, and ſays 


they came from Gaſcoigne; and being con- 


vened before a Council, held at Oxford for that 


W and being interrogated concerning 

5 Toh Articles 

0 Opers. Innocent. Tertii, Tom. II. p. 776. apud Wall, ibid. 

p. 178. Acts and Monuments, Vol. I. p. 262. 2 Hiſtory of 

1 Vol. I. 5 233. Neubrigenſis de Rebus Anglicanis, 
13. p. 15 RT 


1 
Articles of Faith, ſaid perverſe Things con- 
cerning the Divine Sacraments, deteſting Holy 
Baptiſm, the Euchariſt and Marriage: And his 
Annotator Picardus, out of a M. S. of Ra. 
dulph, the Monk, ſhews, that the Hereticks, 
called Publicans, affirm, that we muſt not 
pray for the dead; that the Suffrages of the 
Saints were not to be aſked ; that they believe 
not Purgatory; with many other Things; and 
particularly, afſerunt iſti Parvulos non baptiſan- 
dos donec ad intelligibilem perveniant AÆtatem. 
e They aſſert that Infants are not to be bap- 
« tized, till they come to the Age of Under- 
« ſtanding b. In the Year 1147, Sr. Bernard 
wrote a Letter to the Earl of St. Gyles, com- 
plaining of his harbouring Henry, an Heretick ; 
and among other Things he is charged with 
by him, are theſe; the Infants of Chriſtians 
© are hindered from the Life of Chriſt, the 
* Grace of Baptiſm being denied them; nor 
« are they ſuffered to come to their Salvation, 
tc though our Saviour compaſſionately cries out 
* in their Behalf, Syufer little children ta come 
„ fo me, &c.“ and, about the ſame time, writing 
upon the Canticles, in his 65* and 66 Ser- 
mons, he takes notice of a Sort of People, he 
calls Apeftolicr; and who, perhaps, were the 
Followers of Henry; who, ſays he, laugh at 
us for baptizing Infants©; and among the Te- 
nets which he aſcribes to them, and attempts to 
confute, this is the firſt, © Infants are not to 
be baptized :”” In Oppoſition to which, he 

Þ Nat. in Ibid. p. 720-723, © Wall, ibid. p. 175, 176. 


A 


1321 
affirms, that Infants are to be baptized in the 
Faith of the Church; and endeavours, by In- 
ſtances, to ſhow, that the Faith of one is pro- 
fitable to others *; which he attempts from 
Marth. ix, 2. and xv. 28. 1 Tim. ii. 1 5. In 
the Year 1146, Peter Bruis, and Henry his 
Follower, ſet themſelves againſt Infant Bap- 
tiſm. Petrus Cluniacenſis, or Peter the Abbot 
of Clugny, wrote againſt them ; and among 
other Errors he imputes to them, are theſe : 
* That Infants are not baptized, or ſaved by 
<* the Faith of another, but ought to be bap- 
ce tized, and ſaved by their own Faith; or that 
“ Baptiſm without their own Faith does not 
« fave; and that thoſe, that are baptized in 
“ Infancy, when grown up, ſhould be bapti- 
% zed again; nor are they then rebaptized, 
ce but rather rightly baptized ©:' And that 
theſe Men did deny Infant Baptiſm, and pleaded 
for Adult Baptiſm, Mr. Stennet * has proved 
from Caſſander and Prateolus, both Pædobap- 
tiſts : And Dr. Walls allows theſe twa Men 
to be Antipedobaptiſts; and ſays, they were 
ee the firſt Antipedobaptift Preachers, that ever 
te ſet up a Church, or Society of Men, hold- 
« ing that Opinion againſt Infant Baptiſm, and 
* rebaptizing ſuch, as had been baptized in 
t Infancy;” and who alſo obſerves®, that the 
Lateran Council, under Innocent the II, 1139, 
did condemn Peter Bruis, and Arnold of Breſ- 
cia, who ſeems to have been a Follower of 

| Ny Bruis, 
* Hiſt. Eccl. Magdeburg. Cent. XII. c 5. p. 338, 339- 


© Ibid. p. 332. f Anſwer to Ruſſen, p. 83, 84. & Hiſtory of 
Infant Baptiſm, Part II. p. 184. n Ibid. p. 179. 


31 

Bruis, for rejecting Infant Baptiſm: Moreover; 
in the Year 1 140, or a little before it, Evervi- 
uus, of the Dioceſe of Cologn, wrote a Letter to 
St. Bernard; in which he gives him an Ac- 
count of ſome Hereticks, lately diſcovered in 
that Country; of whom he ſays, © they con- 
* demn the Sacraments, except Baptiſm only; 
ce and this only in thoſe, who are come to Age; 
© who, they ſay, are baptized by Chriſt him- 
« ſelf, whoever be the Miniſter of the Sacra- 
ments; they do not believe Infant Baptiſm ; 
© alledging that Place of the Goſpel, he that 
« belteveth, and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved.” 
Theſe ſeem alſo to be the Diſciples of Peter 
Bruis, who began to preach about the Year 
1126; fo that it is out of all doubt, that this 
was a Matter of Debate, four hundred Years 
before the Madmen of Munſter ſet themſelves 
againſt it : And a hundred Years before theſe, 
there were two Men, Brune, Biſhop of Angiers, 
and Berengarius, Archdeacon of the fame 
Church, who began to ſpread their particular 
Notions about the Year 103 5; which chiefly 
reſpected the Sacraments of Baptiſm and the 
Lord's Supper. What they ſaid about the for- 
mer, may be learned from the Letter ſent by 
Deodwinus, Biſhop of Liege, to Henry 1. King 
of France; in which are the following Words k: 
« There is a Report come out of France, and 
* which goes through all Germany, that theſe 
two (Bruno and Berengarius) do maintain, that 
the Lord's Body mg Hoſt) is not the Body, 
| ec but 


| "2 Wall ibid. p. 172, a ed Wall, bi; p- 159. 
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[34] 
te but a Shadow and Figure of the Lord's 
e Body; and that they do diſannul lawſul 
«© Marriages 3 and, as far as in them lies, over- 
te throw the Baptiſm of Infants :” And from 
Guimundus, Biſhop of Averſa, who wrote 
againſt Berengarius, who ſays, That he did 
not teach rightly concerning the Baptiſm of 
e Infants, and concerning Marriage. Mr. 


- 


Stennet ® relates from Dr. Allix, a Paſſage con- 


cerning one Gundulphus and his Followers in 
Ttaly ; divers of whom, Gerard, Biſhop of 
Cambray and Arras, interrogated upon ſeveral 
Heads in the Year 1025. And, among other 
Things, that Biſhop mentions the following 
Reaſon, which they gave againſt Infant Bap- 
tiſm ; © becauſe to an Infant, that neither wills, 
« nor runs, that knows nothing of Faith, is ig- | 
e norant of its own Salvation and Welfare; in 
* whom there can be no deſire of Regeneration, 
© or Confeſſion; the Will, Faith and Confeſſion 
* of another ſeem not in the leaſt to appertain.” 
Dr. Wall, indeed, repreſents theſe Men, the 
Diſciples of Gundulphus, as Quakers and Ma- 
nichees in the Point of Baptiſm ; holding that 
Water Baptiſm is of no Uſe to any : But it 
muſt be affirmed, whatever their Principles 
were, that their Argument againſt Infant Bap- 
tiſm was very ſtrong. So then we have Teſti- 
monies, that Pæœdobaptiſmm was oppoſed five 
hundred Years before the Affair of Munfler. 


And if the Pelagians, Donatiſis, and Luciferi - 


an, - 
1 Hift. Eccl. Magdeburg, Cent. XI, 


5. P. 116. * Anſyer 


\ 


1 381 


ans, To called from Lucifer Calaritanus, a very 
orthodox Man, and a great Oppoſer of the 
Arians, were againſt Infant Baptiſm, as ſeveral 
Pœdobaptiſt Writers affirm ; this carries the 
Oppoſition to it ſtill higher; and indeed it may 
ſeem ſtrange, that ſince it had not its Eſtabliſh- 
ment, *till the Times of Auſtin, that there 
ſhould be none to ſet themſelves againſt it: 
And if there were none, how comes it to pals, 
that ſuch a Canon ſhould be made in the Mz- 
levitan Council, under Pope Innocent the Firſt, 
according to Carranza a; and in the Year 402, 
as ſay the Magdeburgenſian Centuriators ; or be 
it in the Council at Carthage, in the Vear 418, 
as ſays Dr. Walle, which runs thus, © Alfo, 
it 1s our Renne, that whoever denies that 
« new; born Infants are to be baptized; or ſays, 
they are indeed to be baptized for the Re- 
© miſſion of Sins; and yet they derive no ori- 
* ginal Sin from Adam to be expiated by the 
« waſhing of Regeneration; (from whence it. 
« follows, that the Form of Baptiſm for the 
2 Forgiveneſs of Sins in them, cannot be un- 
« derſtood to be true, but falſe): let him be 
« Anathema:“ But if there were none, that 
oppoſed the Baptiſm of new- born Infants, why 
ſhould the firſt Part of this Canon be made, and 
an Anathema annexed to it? To ſay that it re- 
ſpected a Notion of a ſingle Perſon in Qyprian's 
Time, 150 Years before this, that Intants were 
not to be baptized, until eight Days old ; and 
5 that 


" Summa Concil. p. 122, 123. * Cent. V. c. 9. p. 468. 
P Hiſtory, Sc. Part II. p. 275, 276. DE | | 
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that it ſeems, there were ſome People till of 
this Opinion, wants Proof, But however cer- 


tain it is, that Tertullian 4, in the beginning of 
the Third Century, oppoſed the Baptiſm of In- 
fants, and diſſuaded from it, who is the firſt 
Writer that makes Mention of it : So it ap- 

rs, that as ſoon as ever it was ſet on foot, 
it became Matter of Debate; and ſooner than 
this, it could not be: And this was thirteen 
hundred Years before the Madmen of —__— 
appeared in the World. But, 

IV. Eetns next conſider the Practice of the 


ancient Waldenſes, with reſpect to Adult Bap- 


tiſm, which this Author aftirms to be a chi- 
merical Imagination, and groundleſs Figment. 
It ſhould be obſerved, that the People called 
Waldenſes, or the V. "WOTY inhabiting the Val- 
leys of Piedmont, have gone under different 
Names, taken from their principal Leaders and 
Teachers; and ſo this of the Waldenſes, from 
Peter Waldo, one of their Barbs, or _—_— : 
though ſome think, this Name is only 

Corruption of Vallenſes, the Inhabiramts of 


the Valleys: And certain it is, there was a 
People there before the Times of Waldo, and 


even from the Apoſtles Time, that held the 
pure Evangelick Truths, and bore a Teſti- 
mony to them in all Ages, and throughout the 


dark Times of Popery, as many learned Men 
have obſerved ; and the Senſe of theſe Peo- 


ple, 


De Baptiſmo, c. 18. 7 Dr. Allix's Decks on the ancient 
Churches of Piedmont, p. 188, 207, 210, 286. Morland's 
Hiſtory of the Evangelical Churches of the Vallies of Piedmont, 
B. I. c. 3. p. 8, &c. Et Bezæ Icones apud Ibid. Introduction 
to the Hiſtory, p. 7. | 


„„ 


ple, concerning Baptiſm, may be beſt under 


ſtood. +57. e 

1. By what their antient Barbs or Paſtors 
taught concerning it. Peter Bruis, and Henry 
his Succeſſor, were both, as Morland affirms *; 
their antient Barbs. and Paſtors; and from 
them theſe People were called Petrobruffians 
and Henricians; and we have ſeen already, 
that theſe two Men were Antipedebaptiſts, 


denied Infant Baptiſm, and pleaded for Adult 


Baptiſm. Arnoldus of Brixia, or Breſcia, was 
another of their Barbs, and is the firſt men- 
tioned by Morland, from whom theſe People 
were called Arnoldiſts. Of this Man Dr, Alliæ 
ſays *, that beſides being charged with ſome 
ill Opinions, it was ſaid of him, that he was not 
ſound in his Sentiments concerning the Sacra- 
ment of the Altar, and the Baptiſm of Infants; 
and Dr. Vall allows *, that the Lateran Coun- 
cil, under Innocent the Second, 1139, did 
condemn Peter Bruis, and Arnold of Breſcia, 
who ſeems to have been a Follower of Bruis; 
for rejecting Infant Baptiſm, Lollardo was an- 
other of their Barbs, who, as Morland fays, 
was in great Reputation with them, for having 


conveyed the Knowledge of their Doctrine into | 


England, where his Diſciples were known by 


the Name of Lo/lards ; who were charged with 
holding, that the Sacrament of Baptiſm uſed in 
the Church by Water, is but a light Matter, 


and of ſmall Effect; that Chriſtian People be 
| ſuf- 


5 Hiſtory, B. I. ch. 8. p. 184. © Remarks, &c. p. 171, 
172. » Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, Part II. p. 179. 


E 
ia 
1 

1 ? 

. 
1 

3 
1 1 
= 
ol 
4 
3 
4 
I 
7 
„ Ln 
1 
9 
9 
1 b 
9 
Tf 
1 
1 

IH 

"4 
5 , 

A 
i * 
, 
+ "= 
* in 
95 
- 
+1 
F + 
= 
r 7 
1 4 
: 4 
| 
1 
[3 
+ 
1 
: 
bw |: 
*. 4 
1 
Y 
be & 4 
£43 
, 
1 
_- by 
6 bd 4 
.. 4 
9 
* 
94 
7 
N. 
1 
4 * 
2 
2 
— 
Fe 
he 7 

# 

* 
1 

1 
x 7 
* 

- 

2D 
4. 1 
„ 
4 

10 

4 

Fs; 

©. 

U 


FEA END 2 
TP * — 2 


138] 
 fafficiently baptized in the Blood of Chriſt, 
and need no Water; and that Infants be ſuf. 
ficiently baptized, if their Parents be baptized 
before them *: All which ſeem to ariſe from 
their denying of Infant Baptiſm, and the Effi- 
cacy of it to take away Sin. 
2. By their antient Confeſſions of Faith, and 
other Writings which have been publiſhed, In 
one of theſe, bearing Date A. D. 1120, the 
x2th and 13th Articles run thus”: © We do 
5 believe that the Sacraments are Signs of the 
e holy Thing, or viſible Forms of the in- 
tte viſible Grace; accounting it good that the 
% Faithful ſometimes uſe the faid Signs, or 
ec viſible Forms, if it may be done. However, 
* we believe and hold, that the aboveſaid 
Faithful may be ſaved without receiving 
be the Signs aforeſaid, in caſe they have no 
* Place, nor any Means to uſe them. We 
1 acknowledge no other Sacrament but Bap- 
& tiſm and the Lord's Supper.” And in an- 
other antient Confeſſion, without a Date, the 
7th Article is:: We believe that in the Sa- 
ec crament of Baptiſm, Water is the viſible and 
te external Sign, which repreſents unto us that 
| * which (by the inviſible Virtue of God ope- 
| * rating) is within us; namely, the Renova- 
. tion of the Spirit, and the Mortification of 
our Members in Jeſus Chriſt ; by which alſo 
Li « we are received into the holy Congregation of 
{4 i the People of Goa, there proteſting and de- 
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x Fox's Acts and Monuments, Vol, I. p. 868. Y Mor- 
KAnd's Hiſtory, &c. B. I. ch. 4 p. 34 Ib. p. 38. 
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10 claring openly our Faith and Amendment of © 
« Life,” In a Trac *, written in the Lan- 
guage of the antient Inhabitants of the Valleys, 
in the Year 1100, called The Noble Leſſon, 
are theſe Words ; ſpeaking of the Apoſtles, it 
is obſerved of them, ce they ſpoke without 
« Fear of the Doctrine of Chriſt; they preached 
„ to Fews and Greeks, working many Mi- 
& racles, and thoſe that believed they baptized 
« in the Name of FJeſus Chriſt.“ And ina 
Treatiſe concerning Antichriſt, which contains 
many Sermons of the Barbs, collected in the 
Year 1120, and ſo ſpeaks the Senſe of their 
antient Paſtors before this Time, ſtands the fol- 
lowing Paſlage *: © The third Work of An- 
« tichriſft conſiſts: in this, that he attributes 
«© the Regeneration of the Holy Spirit, unto 
the dead outward Work (or Faith) baptiz- 
« ing Children in that Faith, and teaching, 
<« that thereby Baptiſm and Regeneration mult . 
© be had, and therein he confers and beſtows 
* Orders and other Sacraments, and groundeth 
«© therein all his Chriſtianity, which i is againſt 
the Holy Spirit.” There are indeed two 
Confeſſions of theirs, which are faid to ſpeak 
of Infant Baptiſm ; but theſe are of a late Date, 
both of them in the fixteenth Century ; and 
the earlieſt is not a Confeſſion of the Walden- 
ſes or Vaudois in the Valleys of Piedmont, but 
of the Bohemians, ſaid to be preſented to La- 
diſlaus King of Bohemia, A. D. 1508, and 

after- 
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Lal 


a Morland's Hiſtory, &c. ch. 6. p. 99, FE. > Ib. ch. 7. 
Dy cc 142, 148. 
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afterwards amplified and explained, and pre- 
ſented to Ferdinand King of Bohemia, A. D, 
1535; and it ſhould be obſerved, that thoſe 
People ſay, that they were falſly called Wal. 
denſes; whereas it is certain there were a 
People in Bohemia that came out of the Val- 
leys, and ſprung from the old Waldenſes, and 
were truly ſo, who denied Infant Baptiſm, as 
that Sort of them called Pyghards, or Picards; 
who, near a hundred Vears before the Refor- 
mation, as we have ſeen by the Letter ſent to 
Eraſmus out of Bohemia, rebaptized Perſons 
that joined in Communion with them; and 
Scultetus *, in his Annals on the Year 1 528, ſays, 
that the united Brethren in Bohemia, and other 
godly Perſons of that Time, were rebaptized ; 
not that they patronized the Errors of the Ana- 
baptifts, (meaning ſuch that they were charged 
with which had no relation to Baptiſm) but 
becauſe they could not ſee how they could o- 
therwiſe ſeparate themſelves from an unclean 
World. The other Confeſſion is indeed made 
buy the Miniſters and Heads of the Churches in 
the Valleys, aſſembled in Angrogne, Septem- 
ber 12th, 1532. Now it ſhould be known, 
that this was made after that © Peter Maſſon and 
* George Morell were ſent into Germany in the 
<« Year 1530, as Morland ſays i, to treat with the 
© chiefMiniſters of Germany, viz. Oecolampadius, 


Bucer, and others, touching the Reformation 
| «of 


© Morland's Hiſtory, ch. 4. p. 43. Apud Hoornbeck, 
Summa Controverſ. I. 5. p. 387. e Morland, ibid. ch. 4. 
P- 39. bid. ch. 8. p. 185. 5 : 


Y 


They! 


« of. their Churches; but Peter Maſſon was 


cc taken Priſoner at Dijon.” However, as Fox 


ſays s, Morell eſcaped, and returned alone to 


Merindol with the Books and Letters he 
« brougat with him from the Churches of 
e Germany; and declared to his Brethren all 


ec the Points of his Commiſſion ; and opened 


* unto them, how many and great Errors they 
were in; into the which their old Miniſters, 
«© whom they called Barbs, that is to ſay Un- 
ce cles, had bs them, leading them from 
ce the right, Way of true Religion.“ After 
which, this Confeſſion was drawn up, figned, 

and ſwore to: From hence, we learn, where 
they might get this Notion, which was now 
become Matter of great Debate in Switzerland 
and Germany; and yet, after all this, I am in- 


clined to think, that the Words of the Article 


in the ſaid e are to be ſo underſtood, 
as not to relate to Infant Baptiſm: They are 
theſe®; © We have but two ſacramental Signs 


< left us by Jeſus, Chriſt ; the one is Baptiſm; 


c 


+ TI 


the other is the Euchariſt, which we receive, 
to ſhew that our Perſeverance in the Faith, 
* is ſuch, as we promiſed, when we were bap- 
6e tized, being little Children,” This Phraſe, 
being little Children, as J think, means, their 
being little Children in Knowledge and Expe- 
rience, when they were baptized ; fince they 
ſpeak of their receiving the Euchariſt, to ſhew 
their Perſeverance 1 in the Faith, they then had 
G promiſed 


8 Adds and 1 Vol. II. p. 186. h Morland, Ibid, 
e. 4. p. 41. i | 
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promiſed to perſevere in: Beſides, if this i is to 
de underſtood of them, as Infants in a. literal 
Senſe; what Promiſe were they capable of 
making, when ſuch? Should it be ſaid, that 
they promifed by their Sureties, it ſhould. be 
obſerved, that 05 MWaldenſes did not admit of 
God - fathers and God-mothers im Baptiſm; this 
is one of the Abuſes their ancient Barbs: com- 
plained of in Baptiſm, as adminiſtred by the 
Papiſts . Beſides, in a brief Confeſſion of 
Faith, publiſhed by the reformed Churches of 
Piedmont, ſo late as A. D. 1655, they have 
theſe Words in favour of Adult Baptiſm*; © that 

© God does not only inſtruct and teach us by 
« his Word, but has alſo ordained certain Sa- 
«« craments to be joined with it, as a Means to 
6 unite us unto Chriſt, and to make us Parta- 
* 'kers of his Benefits, And there are only two. 
e of them belonging in common 0 all the 
« Members of the Church under the New Teſta- 
e ment; to wit, Baptiſm and the Lord's Sup- 
Per; that God has ordained the Sacrament 
* of Baptiſm to be a Teſtimony of our Adop- 
tion, and of our being cleanſed from our Sins 


e by the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, and renewed... 


6 in Holineſs of Life: Nor is there one Word 
in it of Infant Baptiſm. Upon the whole, it 
will be eaſily ſeen, what little Reaſon the Wri- 
ter of the Dialogue under conſideration had to 
ſay, that the ancient Maldenſes, being in the 
conſtant Practice of Adult Baptiſm, is à chi- 
merical Imagination, and a groundleſs Fiction; 

ſince 


15 1 Morland, Ibid. „„ * Id, 0 4- Þ 61, 67. 
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Fnce there is nothing appears to the contrary, 
but that they were in the Practice of it until the 
Sixteenth Century ; for what is urged againſt 
it, is fince that Time: And even at that Time, 
there were ſome, that continued in the Practice 
of it; for Ludovicus Vives, who wrote in the 
ſaid Century, having obſerved, that formerly 
* no Perſon was brought to the Holy Baptiſ- 
© tery, till he was of Adult Age, and when he 
both underſtood what that myſtical Water 
* meant, and deſired to be waſhed in it, yea, de- 
« fired it more than once, adds the following 
Words; I hear in ſome Cities of Italy, the 
« old Cuſtom is ſtill in a great meaſure' pre- 


« ſerved.” Now, what People ſhould he 


mean by ſome Cities of Traly, unleſs the Re- 
mainders of the Petrobruſſians, or Walden ſes, as 
Dr. Wall ® obſerves, who continued that Prac- 
tice in the Valleys of Piedmont : And it ſhould 
be obſerved, that there were different Sects, 
that went by the Name of Waldenſes, and ſome 
of them of very bad Principles; ſome of them 


were Manichees, and held other Errors: And 


indeed, it was uſual for the Papiſis in former 
Times, to call all by this Name, that diſſented 


from chem; ſo that it need not he wondred at, 


if ſome, bearing this Name, were for Infant 
Baptiſm, and others not. The Vaudbis in the 
Valleys, are the People chiefly to be regarded; 

and it will not be denied, that of late Years In- 
G 2 -_ "at 


I Audio in quibuſdam Italiæ Urbibus morem veterem magna 
ex parte adhuc conſervari, Comment. in Aug. de Civ. Dei, Lib. 
I. c. 27, m Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, Part IT. c. 2. p. 12. 
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fant Baptiſm has obtained among them: But 
that the ancient Maldenſes practiſed it, wants 
Proof. 


C HAP. IV. 


The Argument for Infant Baptiſm, taken TUM 
the Covenant made with Abraham, and from 
Circumciſion the Sign of it, confidered. 


HE Miniſter in this Debate, in anſwer 
to his Neighbour's requiringa plain Scrip- 
ture Inſtitution of Infant Baptiſm, tells him; if 
he would “ conſider the Covenant of Grace, 
«© which was made with Abraham, and with 
© all his Seed, both after the Fleſh, and after 
ve the Spirit, and by God's expreſs Command 
ce to be ſealed to Infants, he would there find 
<« a ſufficient Scripture Inſtance for Infant Bap- 
* tiſm: And for this Covenant he directs him 
to Gen. xvii. 2, 4, 7, 10, 12. He argues, that 
this Covenant was a Covenant of Grace ; that 
it was made with all Abraham's Seed, natural 
and ſpiritual; eus and Gentiles ; that Circum- 
ciſion was the Seal of it; and that the ſame In- 
Nitution, which requires Circumciſion to be ad- 
miniſtred to Infants, requires Baptiſm to be alſo 
; adminiſtred to them, that ſucceeding Circum- 
191 ciſion, p. 10—18, Wherefore, 
1 Firſt, The leading Enquiry is, whether the 
44] Covenant made with Abraham, Gen. xvii. was 
bt the Covenant of Grace ; that is, the pure Cove- 


1 nant of 1 in SiſtinQion from the Covenant 
[| | of 
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of Works; which is the Senſe in which it is 
commonly underſtood, and in which this Wri- 


ter ſeems to underſtand this Covenant with 
Abrabam; for of it, he ſays, p. 13. it was the 
« Covenant of Grace, that Covenant by which 


e alone we can have any grounded Hope of 


cc Salvation: But that it was he Covenant of 
Grace, or a pure Covenant of Grace muſt be 
denied : For, | 

1. It is never called the Cimendich of Grace, 
nor by any Name which ſhews it to be ſo; it 
is called the Covenant of Circumciſion, which 
God is ſaid to give to Abraham, Acts vii. 8. 
but not a Covenant of Grace ; Circumciſion 
and Grace are oppoſed to one another ; Cir- 
cumciſion is a Work of the Law, which they 
that ſought to be gs by, fell from Grace, 
Gal. v. 2. 3. 4 

2. It ſeems rather to be a Covenant of 


Works, than of Grace; for this was a Cove- 


nant to be kept by Men, Abraham was to keep 
it, and his Seed after him were to keep it 
ſomething was to be done by them; they were 
to circumciſe their Fleſh ; and not only he and 
his Seed were to be circumciſed, but all that 
were born in his Houſe, or bought with his 
Money; and a ſevere Penalty was annexed to 
it; In caſe of Neglect, or Diſobedience, ſuch a 
Soul was to be cut off from his People, Gen. 
xvil. 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14. All which favour 
nothing of a Covenant of Grace, a Covenant 
by which we can have a grounded Hope of Sal- 
vation, but the contrary, 
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I 46.1 
3. This was a Covenant that might be bro- 


ken, and in ſome Inſtances were, Gen. xvii. 14. 
but the Covenant of Grace cannot be broken; 


God will not break it, F/ Ixxxix. 34. nor 


Man cannot: It is a Covenant ordered in all 


Things, and ſure; it cannot be moved; it 


ſtands firmer than Hills, or Mountains. 

4. It muſt be owned, that there were tem- 
poral Things promiſed in this Covenant, ſuch 
as a Multiplication of Abraham's natural Seed; 


a Race of Kings from him, with many Nitiors, 
and a Poſſeſſion of the Land of Canaan, Gen. 


xvii. 6, 8. Things which can have nothing to 
do with the pure Covenant of Grace, any more 
than the Change of his Name from Abram to 


Abraham, ver. 5. 


There were ſome Perſons, included in this 
e made with Abraham, of whom it 


cannot be thought they were in the Covenant 


of Grace, as mae, Eſau, and others; and, 
on the other Hand, there were ſome, and even 


living at the Time when this Covenant was 
made, and yet were not in it; who, neverthe- 


leſs, were in the Covenant of Grace, as Ar- 
phaxad, Melchizedeck, Lot, and others; where- 


fore this can never be codkonad the pure Cove- 


nant of Grace. 

6. The Covenant of Grace was only made 
with Chriſt, as the federal Head of it ; and who 
is the only Head of the Covenant, and of the 
Covenant-ones ; wherefore, if the o ant of 
Grace was made with bene as the federal 


Head of his natural and ſpiritual Seed, of 22 
an 


and Gentiles; then there muſt be two Heads 
of the Covenant of Grace, contrary to the Na- 
ture of ſuch a Covenant, and the whole Cur- 
rent of Seripture: Yea, this Covenant of Abra- 
ham's, fo far as it reſpected his ſpiritual Seed, 
or ſpiritual Bleſſings for them; it and the Pro- 
miſes were made to Chrift, Gat, 11. 16. No 
mere Man is capable of eovenanting with God, 
of Stipulation and Reſtipulation-; for what has 
Man to reſtipulate with God? The Covenant 
of Grace is not made with any ſingle Man; 
and much leſs wit him, on the Behalf of 
others: When, therefore, at any Fime we read 
of the Covenant of Grace, being made with a 
particular Perſon, or with particular Perſons, it 
muſt always be underſtood of making it mani- 
feſt to them; of a Revelation of the Covenant, 
and of an Application of Covenant Bleffings to 
them; and not of any original Contract with 
them; for that is only made with them in 
Chriſt. To which may be added. 

. That the Covenant of Grace was made 
with Chriſt, and with his People, as conſidered 
in him from everlaſting ; for ſo early was Chrift 
ſet up as the Mediator of it; the Promiſe' of 
eternal Life in it, was before tlie World was; 
and thoſe intereſted in it, were bleſſed with all 
ſpiritual Bleſſings and Grace before the Foun- 
dation of it; now could there be a Mediator ſo 
early, a Promiſe of eternal Life ſo ſoon, and 
Bleffings of Grace provided, and no Covenant 
ſubſiſting? Wherefore the Covenant made with 
Abraham in Time, could not, ſtrictly and pro- 

perly 
1 


1481 
perly ſpeaking, be the Covenant h of Grace, 

1 

. To ſhorten this Debate, it will be al⸗ 
lowed, that the Covenant made with Abrabans 
was a peculiar Covenant, ſuch as was never 
made with any before, or fince ; that it was of 
a mixed Kind ; that-it had in it Promiſes and 
Mercies of a temporal Nature, which belonged 
to his natural Seed; and others of a ſpiritual 
Sort, which belonged. to his ſpiritual Seed : 
The former are more numerous, clear, and di- 
ſtint; the latter are comprized chiefly in 
Abraham” s being the Father of many Nations, 

or of all that believe, in God Wees a God to 
him and them, ſee Rom. iv. 11, 12, 16, 17. 
Which Obſervation makes Way for the next 
Enquiry, 

Secondly, With whom this Covenant was 
made, ſo far as it reſpected ſpiritual Things, or 
was a Revelation of the Covenant of Grace; 
as for the temporal Things of this Covenant, it 
does not concern the Argument. It is allowed 
on all hands, that they belonged to Abrabam, 
and his natural Seed: But the Queſtion is, whe- 
ther this Covenant, ſo far as it may be rec- 
koned a Covenant of Grace, or a Revelation of 
it, or reſpected ſpiritual Things, was made 
with all Abraham's: Seed after the Fleſh, and 
with all the natural Seed of believing Gentiles? 
This Queſtion conſiſts of two Parts, 

I, Whether the Covenant made with Abra- 
| ham, ſo far as it was a Covenant of Grace, was 


made with all Abrabam s Seed, according to the 
| Fleſh ? 
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Fleſh ? Which muſt be anfivered in the Ne- 


gative. For, 


1. If it was made with all the natural Seed 


of Abraham, as ſuch, it muſt be with his 
more immediate Offspring; - and ſo muſt be 
equally made with a mocking and perſecufing 


Thmael, born after the Fleſh, the Son of the 


Bond-Woman, as with Jaac, born after the 
Spirit, and the Sori of the Free-Woman ; and 
yet we find, that 1hmael was excluded from 
having a Share in ſpiritual Bleſſings, only tem- 

al Ones were promiſed him; and, in Di- 
ſtinction and Oppoſition to him, the Covenant 
was eſtabliſhed with [/aac, Gen. xvii. I9, 20, 


21. Again, if this was the Caſe, it muſt be 


equally made with a prophane Eſau, as with 
plain-hearted Facob ; and yet it is faid, Jacob 
have I loved, and Eſau have I hated, Mal. i. 1, 2. 
2. If it was made with all Abraham's Seed 
according to the Fleſh, it muſt be made with 
all his remote Poſteri ty, and ſtand good to 
them in their moſt corrupt Eſtate ; it muſt be 
made with them, who believed not, and whoſe 
Carcaſſes fell in the Wilderneſs, and entred not 
into Reſt; it muſt be -made 'with the ten 
Tribes, that revolted from the pure Service of 
God, and who worthipped the Calves at Dan 
and Berbel; it muſt be made with the People 
of the Jews! in Jſaiab's Time, when they were 
a ſinful Nation, a People laden with Iniquity, 
a Seed of Evil-Doers, Children that were Cor- 
rupters, whoſe Rulers are called the Rulers of 

Sodom, and the People the * of Gomorrha, 
H "I 
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II. i. 4, 6, 10. it muſt be made with the 
Scribes and Phariſees, and that wicked, adul- 


terous, and hypocritical Generation of Men in 


the Times of our Lord, who were his impla- 
cable Enemies, and were concerned in his 
Death; who killed him, perſecuted his Apo- 
ſtles, pleaſed not God, and were contrary to 
all Men. What Man; that ſeriouſly conſiders 
theſe Things, can think, that the Covenant 
of Grace belonged to theſe Men, at leaſt to 
all; and eſpecially when he obſerves, what the 
Apoſtle ſays, they are not all Iſrael, which are 
of Iirael ; neither becauſe they are the Seed of 
Abraham , are they all Children, Rom. . 6, 
r a 
If it was made with all that are the Seed 
of Abrabam according to the Fleſh, then it 
muſt be made with IJſhmaelites and Edomites, 
as well as with Iyaelites; with his Poſterity by 
Keturah, as by Sarah; with the Midianites 
and Arabians with the Turks, as well as with 
the Jews, ſince they deſcended and claim their 
Deſcent from Abraham, as well as theſe. But, 
. To ſhut up this Argument ; this Cove- 
nant made with Abraham, be it a Covenant of 
Grace, ſeeing it could be no more at moſt, 
than a Revelation, Manifeſtation, Copy, or 
Tranſcript of it, call it which you will; it can 
never be thought to comprehend more in it, 
than the original Contra&, than the eternal 
Covenant between the Father and the Son. 
Now the only Perſons intereſted in the ever- 
laſting Covenant of Grace, are the choſen of _ 
I an 


\ 


[ 5r 
and precious ; whom he ** loved with an ever- 
laſting Love; gave to his Son to be redeemed 


by his Blood; for whom Proviſion is made in 
the ſame Covenant for the Sanctification of 


their Nature, for the Juſtification of their Per- 
ſons, for the Pardon of their Sins, for their Per- 
eee in Grace, and for their eternal Glory 


and Happineſs: 80 that all that are in that Co- 


venant are choſen to Grace here, and Glo 

hereafter, and ſhall certainly enjoy both; they 
are all ſecured in the Hands of Chriſt, and are 
redeemed from Sin, Law, Hell, and Death by 
his precious Blood, and ſhall be ſaved in him 
with an everlaſting Salvation ; they have all of 
them the Laws of God put into their Minds, 


and written on their Hearts ; they have new. 


Hearts and new Spirits 'given them, -and the 
ſtony Heart taken away from them ; they have 
the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt imputed to them; 
they have their Sins forgiven them for his Sake, 

and which will be remembered no more; they 
have the Fear of God put into their Hearts, 

and ſhall never finally and totally depart from 
him, but, being called and juſtified, ſhall 
be glorified, ſee Ferem. xxxi. 33, 34. and 


xxxii. 40. Ezek. XXXVv1.,25, 26, 27. Rom. viii. 


30. Now if this Covenant was made with all 
Abraham's natural Seed, and comprehends all 
of them, then they muſt be all choſen of God ; 

whereas there was only a Remnant among 
them, according to the Election of Grace, Rom. 


xi, 5. they muſt be all given to Chriſt, and ſe- 


cured in his Hands; whereas there were ſome 


Hz of 


" — — 
1 


— 
22 
: 


- N — — 
2 
— — 2 - 
— , 
\ tn. Mt antes. a. 
r 


N * - - K 2 : 
> — = - — —— — 9 — — — AM CI $5 
— * — — — A — — SIT I * — — — — _g- i; — bs l * — 
—_— - - — a 5 — 7 = — 2 2 — 2 — — — = — ELIT 2 __ — 
o r oy tm G Lis -v 4 7 4 £- YM. K 23 r * q —— 9 2 — — 
— — ns ſu — — — ** * — — R \ 7e — — 4 —— — —— — — _ — — * — — 
5 — 7 ot — 2 Sc r * ; o ß a — —— : Dn. — a acer - 
2 4 * 2 . — A 2 - n bf SS. tr” . — Pa I 21 — 1 8 —_ 2 
—— — — — — — ho — —— — WA ge foe DN on 1 IWR 3. = * W — — » — — 2 9 Wm 
— — — — — 3 ee 2 Law a 8 = 5 8 — 
. 
* - . 


— 0 
= 5 


— — — — 
— m «g Dr" 


52 
of them, that were not of his Sheep, given him 
by his Father, and ſo did not believe in him, 


on x. 26. they muſt be all-redeemed by his 


lood; whereas 755 laid down his Life for his 
„ his Friends, his Church, which all of 


Abraham s Seed could never be faid to be: In 


a Word, they muſt be all regenerated and ſanc- 
tified, juſtified and pardoned; mult all have the 


Grace 40 God and perſevere in it to the End, 


and be all eternally ſaved; and the ſame muſk 
be ſaid of all the natural Seed of believing Gen- 
tiles; if they alſo are all of them in the Cove- 
nant of Grace: But what Man, in his Senſes, 


will affirm theſe Things? And, upon ſuch: a 


Principle, how will the ene of perſonal 


Election, particular Redemption, Regeneration 


by efficacious Grace, not by Blood, or Will of 
Man, and the Saints final Perſeverance be eſta- 


bliſhed? This Gentleman, whoſe Pamphlet is 


before me, is ſaid to have written with ſome 
Succeſs againſt the Arminians; but ſure I am, 
that no Man can write with Succeſs againſt 
them, and without Contradiction to himſelf, 
that has imbibed ſuch a Notion of the Cove- 
nant of Grace, as this I am militating againft. 
2dly, The other Part of the Queſtion is, whe- 
ther the Covenant made with Abraham, ſo far 
as it was a Covenant of Grace, was made with 
all the natural Seed of believing Gentiles ? which 
alſo muſt be anſwered in the Negative: For, 
1. It will be allowed, that this Covenant 
reſpects Abraham's ſpiritual Seed among the 
Gentiles; even all true Believers, all ſuch that 
walk 


* 
— 


T2 


walk in the Steps of his Faith; for he is the 


Father of all them that believe, whether cir- 
cumciſed or uncircumciſed, eus or Gentiles, 
Rom. iv. 11, 12, 16. but not the natural Seed 
of believing Gentiles. They, indeed, that are 
of the Faith of Abrabam, are his Children in 
a ſpiritual Senſe, and they are bleſſed with him 
with ſpiritual Bleſſings, and are ſuch, as Chrift 
has redeemed by his Blood, and they believe in 
him, and the Bleſſing of Abraham comes 


them: But then this ſpiritual Seed of eee 


is the ſame with the ſpiritual Seed of Chtiſt, 
with whom the Covenant was made from ever- 


laſting, and to them only does it belong; and 


to none can ſpiritual Bleſſings belong, but to 
a ſpiritual Seed, not a natural one. Let it be 
proved, if it can, that all the natural Seed of 
believing Gentiles, are the ſpiritual Seed of Abra- 
ham, and then they will be admitted to have 
a Claim to this Covenant. But, though it ap- 
pears, that believing Gentiles are in this Cove- 
nant, what Clauſe is there in it, that reſpects 


their natural Seed, as ſuch ? Let it be ſhown, 


if it can; by what Right and Authority, can 


any belicving Gentile pretend to put his natural 


Seed into Abraham's Covenant? The Cove- 


nant made with him, as to the temporal Part 


of it, belonged to him, and his natural Seed ; 

and with reſpect to its ſpiritual Part, only 
to his ſpiritual Seed, whether Jews or Gen- 
tiles; and not to the natural Seed of either of 


them, as ſuch. 
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2. The Covenant made with Abraham, and 
his ſpiritual Seed, takes in many of the Seed 
of unbelieving Gentiles; who being called by 
Grace, and openly believing Chriſt, are Abra- 
hant's ſpiritual Seed, with whom the Cove- 
nant was made : That there are many among 
the Gentiles born of unbelieving Parents, who 
become true Believers in Chriſt, and ſo appear 
to be in the Covenant of Grace, muſt be al- 
lowed; fince many are received as ſuch into 
the Communion of the Pædobaptiſts, as well 
as others; and, on the other hand, there are 
many born of believing Gentiles, wine do not 
believe in Chriſt, are not Partakers of his 
Grace, on whom the ſpiritual Bleſſings of A- 
braham do not come; and ſo not in his Cove- 
nant. Wherefore, by what Authority do Men 
put in the Infant Seed of believing Gentiles as 
ſuch into the Covenant, and reſtrain it to them, 
and leave out the Seed of unbelieving Gentiles; 
when, on the'contrary, God oftentimes takes 
the one, and leaves the other ? 
That all the natural Seed of believing 
Gentiles cannot be included in the Covenant of 
Grace, is manifeſt, from the Reaſon above 
given, againſt all the natural Seed of Abraham 
being in it; ſhewing, that all that are in it are 
the Elect of God, the Redeemed of Chriſt, 
are effectually called by Grace, perſevere to 
the End, and are eternally ſaved; all which 
cannot be faid of all the natural Seed of be- 
lieving Gentiles: And if all the natural Seed 
of Abraham are not in this Covenant made 
with 


—_— 


In 


with him, as it was a Covenant of Grace, it 


can hardly be thought that all the natural Seed 3 
of believing Gentiles ſhould. 


. Seeing it is ſo clear a Caſe, tHat ſame of 
the Seed of unbelieving Gentiles are in this 


Covenant, and ſome of the Seed of believing 


Gentiles are not in it, and that it cannot be 
known who are, until they believe in Chriſt, 
and ſo appear to be Abraham's ſpiritual Seed; 
it muſt be right to put off their Claim to any 
Privilege ſuppoſed to ariſe from Covenant In- 
tereſt, until it appear that they have one. 

After all, Covenant Intereſt gives no 
Right to any Ordinance, without a poſitive 
Order and Direction from God. So, for In- 
ſtance, with reſpect to Circumeiſion; on the 
one hand, there were ſome Perſons living at 
the Time that Ordinance was inſtituted, who 
undoubtedly had an Intereſt in the Covenant: 
of Grace, as Shem, Arphaxad, Lot, and o- 
thers, on whom that was not injoined, and 
who had no Right to uſe it; and, on the o- 
ther hand, there have been many that were 
not in the Covenant of Grace, who were o- 
bliged to it: And ſo with reſpect to Baptiſm, 
it is not Covenant Intereſt that gives a Right 
to it; if it could be proved, as it cannot, that 
all the Infant Seed of Believers, as ſuch, are in 
the Covenant of Grace, it would give them 
no Right to Baptiſm, without a poſitive Com- 
mand for it ; the Reaſon is, becauſe a Perſon 
may be in Covenant, and as yet not have the 


Prerequiſite to an Ordinance, even Faith in 
Chriſt, 


3 
Chriſt, and a Profeſſion of it; which are ne- 
ceſſary to Baptiſm and the Lord 5 P 
This leads me on, 

Thirdly, to another Enquiry, Whether Cie 

cumcifion was a Seal of the Covenant of Grace 
to Abraham's natural Seed; the Writer, whoſe 
Performance I am conſidering, affirms,' that 
it was by God's expreſs Command to be ſealed 
to Infants, and that Circumciſion is the Seal 
of it, p. 10, 16. But this muſt be denied. 
Circumciſion was no Seal of the Covenant of 
Grace; for, 5 
1 If it was, the Covenant of Grace, before 
that took place, muſt be without a Seal ; the 
Covenant ſubſiſted from everlaſting, and the 
Revelation of it was quickly made after the 
Fall of Adam; and there were Manifeſtations 
of it to particular Perſons, as Neah, and others, 
before this to Abraham, and no Circomeifion 
injoined : Wherefore, from Adam to Abra- 
ham, according to this Notion, the Covenant 
muft be without a Seal; nay, there were 
ſome Perſons living at the Time it was inſti- 
tuted, who were in the Covenant, yet this was 
not injoineu them; as it would, if this had been 
deſigned as a Seal of it. 

2. Circumciſion, in the Inſtitation of it, is 
called a Sign, but not a Seal; it is ſaid to be 
y Ot, a Token, or Sign, Gen. xvii. 1 I. but not 

Mn Chothem, a Seal; it was a Sign or Mark in 
the Fleſh, which Abrabam's natural Seed were 
to bear, until the Promiſes made in this Cove- 


nant were — it was a typical Si Bn 
h 0 
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of the Pollution of Human Nature, propagated 
by natural Generation, and of cleanſing from 
it by the Blood of Chriſt, and of the inward 
Circumciſion of the Heart; but did not ſeal 
or confirm any ſpiritual Bleſſing of the Cove- 
nant, to thoſe on whom this Mark or Sign 
was ſet; it 1s never called a Seal throughout 
the whole Old Teſtament; and ſo far is there 
from being any expreſs Command, that the Co- 
venant of Grace ſhould be ſealed to Infants by it, 
that there is not the leaſt Hint of it given. 
3. It is indeed in the New Teſtament called 
a Seal of the Righteouſneſs of the Faith, Rom. 
iv. 11. but it is not ſaid to be a Seal of the 
Covenant of Grace, nor a Seal to Infants; it 
was not a Seal to Abraham's natural Seed; it 
was only ſo to himſelf, The plain Meaning 
of the Apoſtle is, that Circumciſion was a Seal 
to Abraham, and aſſured him of, or confirmed 
his Faith in this, that he ſhould be the Father 
of many Nations, in a ſpiritual Senſe; and 
that the Righteouſneſs of Faith which he had, 
when he was an uncircumciſed Perſon, ſhould 
alſo come upon, and be imputed unto the un- 
circumciſed Gentiles; and accordingly this 
Mark and Sign continued until the Goſpel, 
declaring Juſtification by the Righteouſneſs of 
Chriſt, was preached, or ordered to be preached 
to the Gentiles; and could it be thought that 
Circumciſion was a Seal to others beſides him, 
it could at moſt be only a Seal to them that 
had both Faith and Righteouſneſs, and not to 
them that had neither. "Iv 
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4. If it was a Seal of the Covenant of Grace 
to 1 s natural Seed, it muſt be either 
to ſome or all; if only to Some, it ſhould be 
pointed out who they are; and if to all, then 
it muſt be ſealed, that is, confirmed, and an 
Intereſt in it affured of, to a mocking Iſhmael, 
to a profane Eſau, to Korah, Dathan, and 
Abiram, and their Accomplices, whom the 
Earth ſwallowed up alive, to Abitophel that 
hanged himſelf, to Judas that betrayed our 
Lord, and to all the Fews concerned in his 
Crucifixion and Death; ſince there is Reaſon 
to believe they were all circumciſed, But, 

. The Covenant made with Abraham, fo 
far as it was a Covenant of Grace, was not 
made; as we have ſeen, with all Abraham's 
natural Seed ; and therefore Circumciſion could 
not be a Seal of it to them. I paſs on, 

Fourthly, to another Enquiry, Whether 
Baptiſm ſucceeded Circumciſion, and ſo be- 
came a Seal of the Covenant of Geace to Be- 
lievers, and their natural Seed? This muſt be 
anſwered in the Negative; for, ; 

1. There is no Agreement between them, 
in the Subjects to whom they are adminiſtred 
Circumcifion was adminiſtred to eus only, 
or ſuch as became Proſelytes; Baptiſm both to 
Fews and Gentiles, without any Diſtinction, 
that believe in Chriſt; Circumciſion was ad- 
miniſtred to Infants, Baptiſm only to adult 
Perſons; Circumciſion belonged only to the 
Males, Baptiſm to Male and Female: Seeing 


then the Subjects of the one and the other are 
* ſo 


(ol. 


ſo different, the one cannot be thought to ſuc- 
ceed the other. 

2. The Uſe of the one and the other is not 
the fame; the Uſe of Circumciſion was to 
diſtinguiſh the natural Seed of Abrabam from 
others, until Chriſt was come in the Fleſh ; 
the Uſe of Ba ptiſm is to be a diſtinguiſhing 
Badge of the ſpiritual Seed of Chriſt, ſuch as 
No believed in him, and put him on; the 
Uſe of Circumciſion was to ſignify the . 
ruption of Human Nature, the Neceſſity of Re- 
generation, of the Circumciſion without Hands, 
and of cleanſing by the Blood of Chriſt 3 the 
Uſe of Baptiſm is to anſwer a good Conſcience 
towards God, to repreſent the Sufferings, Bu- 
rial, and Reſurrection of Chriſt, and * 
e Repentance and Faith. 

The Manner of adminiſtring the one and 
the other is very different; the one is by Blood, 
the other by Water; the one by an Inciſion 
made in one Part of the Body, the other by 
an Immerſion of the whole Body in Water; 
the one was done in a private Houſe, and by 
a private Hand, the other, for the moſt part, 
publickly, in open Places, in Rivers, and be- 
fore Multitudes of People, and by a Perſon in 
publick Office, a publick Miniſter of the 
Word. Now, Ordinances ſo much differing 
in their Subjects, Uſe, and Manner of Admi- 
niſtration, the one can never be thought to 
come in the room and place of the other. But, 

4. What puts it out of all doubt, that Bap- 
tiſm can never be ſaid to ſucceed Circumciſion 

12 18, 


„ 
Is, that Baptiſm was in Force and Uſe before 
Circumciſion was abolifhed, and its Practice 
diſcontinued, or ought to be diſcontinued. 
Circumciſion was not aboliſhed till the Death 
of Chriſt, when, with other Ceremonies of 
the Law, it was made null and void; but, 
unto that Time, it was the Duty of Jewiſh 
Parents to circumciſe their fans; whereas 
ſome Years before this, John came preaching 
the Doctrine of Baptiſm, and adminiſtred it to 
Multitudes; our Lord himſelf was baptized, 
three or four Years, according to the common 
Computation, before his Death ; now that 
which is in force before another is out of 
Date, can never, with any Propriety, be ſaid 
to fncceld or come in the room of that other. 
5. It has been proved already, that Circum- | 
eiſion was no Seal of the Covenant of Grace 
to Abraham's natural Seed; and therefore, 
could it be proved, as it cannot, that Baptiſm 
ſucceeds it, it would not follow that Baptiſm is a 
veal of the Covenant of Grace; there are many 
Perſons who have been baptized, and yet not 
in the Covenant of Grace, and to whom it 
was never ſealed, as Simon Magus, and others; 
and, on the other hand, a Perſon may be in 
the Covenant of Grace, and it may be ſealed 
to him, and he may be comfortably aſſured of 
his Intereſt in it, though, as yet, not baptized 
in Water. The Author of the Dialogue be- 
fore me ſays, p. 16. that it is allowed on all 
hands, that Baptiſm is a Token of Seal of the 
Covenant of Grace; but it is a popular Cla- 

1 mour, 
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mour, a vulgar Miſtake, that either that or 
the Lord's Supper are Seals of the Covenant of 
Grace. The Blood of Chriſt is the Seal, and 
the only Seal of it, by which its Promiſes and 
Bleſſings are ratified and confirmed; and the 
Holy Spirit is the only earneſt Pledge, Seal, 

and Sealer of the Saints, until the Day of f Re- 
demption, Heb. xiii. 20. compared with Dan. 
ix. 27. Epheſ. i. 13, 14. and iv. 30. And fo 
all that fine Piece of Wit of our Author, about 
the red and white Seal, is ſpoiled and loſt, 

17 
70h Upon the whole, we may ſee what ſuffi- 
cient Scripture Inſtitution for Infant Baptiſm 
is to be found in the Covenant made with 
Abraham ; ſince the ſpiritual Part of that Co- 
venant did not concern his natural Seed as 
ſuch, but his ſpiritual Seed, and ſo not In- 
fants, but adult Perſons, whether among Jews 
or Gentiles, that walked in the Steps of his 
_ Faith; and ſeeing there is not one Word of 

Baptiſm 1 in it, and much leſs of Infant Bap- 
tiſm; nor was Circumciſion a Seal of it, nor 
does Baptiſm ſacceed that, or 1s a Seal of the 
Covenant of Grace. 

Hence alſo, it will appear, what little Ren- 
for there 1s for that clamorous Outcry, ſo often 
made, and is by our Author, of leſſening and 
abridging the Privileges of Infants under the 
Goſpel Diſpenſation, and of depriving them 
of what they formerly had ; or for an Harangue 
upon the yaluable Blefling, and great and glo- 


rious Peng * had, oy having the Cove- 
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nant of Grace ſealed unto them by Circumci- 
fion; or for that Demand, how, why, and 
when, Children were cut off from this Privi- 
lege? Or for ſuch a Repreſentation, this being 
the Caſe, that the Goſpel is a leſs glorious Diſ- 
penſation, with reſpect to Infants, than the for- 
mer was, p. 19, 20, 22, 30. Seeing the Co- 
venant of Grace was never ſealed to Infants by 

Circumciſion; nor was that bloody and painful 
Rite accounted a rich and glorious Privilege, far 
from it; eſpecially as it bound them over to keep 
the whole Law, it was a Yoke of Bondage, an 
inſupportable one; and it is a rich Mercy, and 
glorious Privilege of the Goſpel, that the Jews 
and their Children are delivered from it; 
and that Gentiles and their Children are not 
obiized to it: And as for the Demand, how, 
why, and when, Children were cut off from 
it, it is eaſily anſwered, that this was done by 
the Death of Chriſt, and at the Time of it, 
when all Ceremonies were aboliſhed ; and that 
for this Reaſon, becauſe of the Weakneſs, Un- 
profitableneſs, and Burdenſomeneſs of that, and 
them: And as for the Goſpel Diſpenſation, that 
is the more glorious, for Infants being left out 
of its Church State ; that is to ſay, for its be- 
ing not national and carnal, as before, but con- 
gregational and ſpiritual; for its conſiſting not 
of Infants without Underſtanding, but of ra- 
tional and ſpiritual Men, of Believers in Chriſt, 
and Profeſſors of his Name; and theſe not in a 
ſingle and ſmall Country, as Judea, but in all 
Parts of the World, as it has been, at one Time 

| Or 
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or another, and as it will be in the latter Day: 
And as for Infants themſelves, their Caſe is as 
good, and their Privileges as many and better, 
than under the legal Diſpenſation; their Salva- 

tion is not at all affected by the Abrogation of 
Circumciſion, or through Want of Baptiſm to 
ſucceed it. As the former did not ſeal the Co- 
venant to them, and could not ſave them, ſo 
neither could the latter, were it adminiſtred to 
them: To which may be added, that being 
born of Chriſtian Parents, and having a Chrit- 
tian Education, and the Advantage of hearing 
the Goſpel, as they grow up, and this not in one 
Country, but many, muſt exceed all the Pri- 
vileges the Jewiſh Children had under the for- 
mer Diſpenſation, 


„„ GNA 


Conſideration of the ſeveral Texts of Scrip- 
ture produced in Favour of Infant Baptiſm. . 


HE Miniſter in the Dialogue before me, 
being preſſed by his Neighbour to de- 
clare what were the numerous Texts of Scrip- 
ture he referred to, as proving the Continuance 
of Childrens Privileges under the Goſpel. Diſ- 
penſation, meaning particularly TS men- 
tions the following. 

½, The Paſſage in Achs ii. 39. Fur the 
Promiſe is unto you, and to your Children, and 
to all that are afar off, even as many as the 
Lord our God ſhall call, This Scripture 1 is of- 
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ten made Uſe of by our Author, and ſeems to 
be his dernier Reſort on all Occaſions, and the 
Sheet-Anchor of the Cauſe he is pleading for. 


The Promiſe ſpoken of, he ſays, undoubtedly, 


was the Covenant made with Abraham; and 


was urged as a Reaſon with the Jeres, why 


they and their Children ought to.be baptized ; 
and as a Reaſon with the Gentiles, why they 


and their Children, when called into a Church- 


State, ſhould be alſo baptized, p. 11, 12. He 
makes Uſe of it, to prove that this Promiſe 
gives a Claim to Baptiſm, and that an Intereſt 
in it on a Right unto it, 521 5 16, 18, 29, 

0. 
: 1 It is eaſy to tate the Contradictions, 
that ſuch are guilty of, that plead for Infant 
Baptiſm, from the Covenant or Promiſe made 
with Abraham,” as this Writer is. One while, 
he tells us, that Perſons are by Baptiſm br ought 
into the Covenant of Grace ; and what a dread- 
ful Thing it is to renounce Baptiſm i in Infancy, 
whereby the Covenant isvacated,and theRelation 
to the glorious God diſowned, they were brought 


into by Baptiſm, p. 4 And yet here we are 
told, that — in Fa Promiſe gives a Right 


and Claim to Baptiſm; but how can it give a 
previous Right and Claim to Baptiſm, when it 
is by Baptiſm, according to this Writer, that 
Perſons are brought into this Covenant? 

2. The Promiſe here obſerved, be it what 
it will, is not taken notice of, as what gives a 
Claim and Right to Baptiſm, but as an encou- 


Fagmg Motive to Perſons pricked in the 1 
and 


„ & > 
and in Diſtreſs, both to repent, and be bapti- 
zed for the Remiffion of Sins, and as giving 
them Hope of receiving the Holy Ghoſt, ſince 
ſach a Promiſe was made; wherefore Repent- 
ance and Baptiſm were urged, in order to the 
Enjoyment of the Promiſe, and, conſequently, 
can be underſtood of no other than adult Per- 
ſons, who were capable of Repentance, and of 
a voluntary e to the Ordinance of Bap- 
_ ow 

The Children, here ſpoken of, do not de- 
bm Infants, but the Poſterity of the Fews, and 
ſuch, who might be called Children, though 
grown up: And nothing is more common in 
Scripture n, than the Uſe of the Phraſe in this 
Senſe; and, unleſs it be ſo underſtood in many 
Places, ſtrange Interpretations muſt be given of 
them: Wherefore the Argument, from hence, 
for Pædobaptiſin, is given up by ſome learned 
Men, as Dr. Hammond, and others, as in- 
concluſive; but ſome Men, wherever they 
meet with the Word Children, it immediately 
runs in their Heads, that Infants muſt be 
meant. 

4. The Promiſe, be it what it wk. is re- 
ſtrained to as many, as the Lord our God ſhall 
call, whether they be Jews or Gentiles, as well 
as to repenting and baptized Perſons; and there- 
fore can furniſh out no Argument for Infant 


Baptiſm, but muſt be underſtood of Adult Per- 
| | ſons, 


n See Exod. i. 8, 12. and iii. 23. and xi. 26, 2 „28, 35, 
40, 50. and xiv. 8, 10, 22, 29. Jer. I. 4. and a altitude of 
| 3 
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ſons, capable of being called with an holy 
Calling, of profeſſing Repentance, and of deſi- 
ring Baptiſm upon it; and of doing this, that 
their Faith might be led to the Blood of Chriſt, 
for the Remiſſion of Sin. | 
It ſeems clear from the Context, that 
not the Covenant made with Abraham,” but 
either the Promiſe of the Meſſiah, and Salva- 
tion by him, the great Promiſe made in the 
Old T eſtament to the 7ews, and their Poſteri- 
ty; or the particular Promiſe of Remiſſion of 
Sins, a Branch of the New Covenant made with 
the Houſe of T/rae/, and mentioned in the pre- 
ceding Verſe, and which was calculated for 
Comfort, and pertinently taken Notice of; or 
of the pouring out of the Holy Ghoſt, which 
is laſt mentioned : And indeed all. may be in- 
cluded in this Promiſe, and uſed as a Means to 
comfort them under their Diſtreſs, and as an 
Argument to encourage them to do the Things, 
they are preſſed to in the foregoing Verſe. 
2dly, To the former is added another Scrip- 
ture in Matth. xix. 14. Suffer little Children, 
and forbid them not to come unto me, for of ſuch 
78 the Kingdom of Heaven, Upon. which, it is 
aſked, how, and which Way, ſhould we bring 
our little Children to Chriſt, but in the Way 
of his Ordinances ? If they belong to the King- 
dom of Heaven, they muſt have a Right to 
the Privileges of that Kingdom, p. 20. To 
Wich I anſwer, 
1. Hheſe little Children don't appear to be 
new-born Babes; the Words uſed by the Evan- 
geliſts 


[6] 

geliſts do not always fignify ſuch, but are 
| ſometimes uſed of ſuch as are capable of going 
alone, yea, of receiving Inſtructions, of un- 
derſtanding the Scriptures, and of one of 
twelve Years of Age, Matt. xviii. 2. 2 Tim. 
iii. 15. Mark v. 39, 42. Nor is it probable 
that Children juſt born, or within the Month, 

ſhould be had abroad. Moreover, theſe were 
ſuch as Chriſt called unto him, Zuke xviii. 16. 

and were capable of coming to him of them- 
ſelves, as theſe Words ſuppoſe; nor do their 
being brought unto him, or his taking them 


in his Arms, contradict this; ſince the ſame. 


Things are ſaid of ſuch as could walk of them- 
ſelves, Matt. xii. 22. and XVil. 16. Mark 
ix. 36. 

2. It is not known whoſe Children theſe 
were, whether the Children of thoſe that 
brought them, or of others; and whether their 
Parents were Believers in Chriſt, or not, or 
whether their Parents were baptized or unbap- 
tized; and if they were Unbelievers and un- 
baptized Perſons, the Pædobaptiſtis themſelves 
will not allow that their Children ought to be 
baptized. 

Certain it is, that iy were not brought 
to Chriſt, to be baptized by him; for the 


Ends for which they were brought are men- 


tioned ; Matthew ſays, they brought them unto 
him, that he ſhould put bis Hands on them, 
and pray ; that is, for them, and bleſs them ; 
as was uſual with the Fews to do; ſee Gen. 


xlix. 14, 15, 16. and it was common with 
K 2 them 


bf 


I» — rr — — 
5 % P - 3 1 Py 2 * 1 34 
LY? > a — N * rr 
. Io ay p 3 r fx 1. 


r 


„ - . od. td... i. ns r — 7 * 1 5 * " = 
yy. 2 1 - A mY > * > . pa” eren P * pn. —_— y 
— — 23 983 ons ——— 75 * X. 2 * IEA hn, r * 5. OD... hs — 
4 * 1 9 


"1 n+ 
' 1 
—— WI 


- - - <7 
: 2 = 8 8 ; —— — — þ : — a W 
2 | mt — et 3s — — 2 —— a W ara IL) een n 4 1 . & - ae ——— — —— - . — —— — — = 7 — —— — oth — 
1 <<. a, wares AS ERS — — — — — d * 4 2 * —— CI r n n ng a. "= 2 
: « 10 2h * — Y 3 ** re * 7 5 7 — —̃— —— K n 3 e 
W's — - ' - — 2 — — = — — — * — — 3 7 j — 1 
— = — prove p — — r 2 * — — ——— — 3 2222 — = — ny — 2 CESS — a 5 — = 2 tte gn — > * * = — 
* 8 2 Þ EY. ES r — . + hows ph et Ws ſe 2 = — — — — — — — x — = LEE — — 
— — SS I 5 — = ö — — . — — a —ͤ—e — . = r ang nA * 
— £ a ————— .. ˙—y—l( . Q I "IIS CIO 3" 7 I. og om 2 —— — 8 r — 4 8 — — I — — — = ” Ss * — oc: — > | 
— : - : — : = — _ —— — 2 — — — : — — "x —— - 2 — 
. - . ks | : — — D— * < — 2-56 ; . — b : - —_ = — Es 8 IT >. ——— — - 
2 —— * — — — TE * — * P — » * en 2 I — — —— — — __ — — " N 
* A _— — - b * 2 2 2 9 — — 1 
1 — — ww In — * N — * y n 
_ * * * 
. 


- 
. — 7 NE. IST. 
— q —— —— 
= 
bole — W 


- ——U— — 
1 
„ 


2 — : 2 
3 


87 
„ 


1 . 
1 * 


[ 68 ] 


them to bring their Children to venerable . 4 


ſons, Men of Note for Religion and Piety, t 


have their Bleſſing and their Prayers; and lach 


an one the Perſons that brought theſe Children 


might take Chriſt to be, though they might 
not know him to be the Meffiah. Mark and 
Luke ſay, they were brought to him, that he 
would touch them, Mark x. 13. Luke xvili. 1 . 
as he ſometimes uſed to do, when he healed 


Perſons of Diſeaſes; and probably ſome of 


theſe Children, if not all of them, were diſ- 


eaſed, and were brought to be cured; other- 
wiſe it is not eaſy to conceive what they ſhould 


be touched by him for; however, they were 


not brought to be baptized : If the Perſons 


that brought them had their Baptiſm in view, 
they would not have brought them to Chriſt, 
but to. his Diſciples ; ſeeing not he but they 
baptized the Perſons fit for it; they might 
have ſeen the Diſciples adminiſter that Ordi- 
nance, but not Chriſt; and from hence it is 
certain, that they were "not? baptized by. Chriſt, 
ſince he never baptized any. 

This Paſſage concludes againſt Pædo- 
ba priſon, and not for it ; for it ſeems, by this, 
0 it had never been the Practice of the 
Fews, nor of Fobn the Baptiſt, nor of Chriſt 
and his Diſciples, to baptize Infants; for had 
this been then in uſe, the Apoſtles 'would 
ſcarcely have rebuked and forbid thoſe that 
brought theſe Children, fince they might have 
concluded they brought them to be baptized ; 
but — of no > ſuch Uſage, that ever 1 

taine 
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tained in that Nation, neither among thoſe 
that did or did not believe in Chriſt, they för- 


the Baptiſm of Infants at this Time, when he 
had ſuch an Opportunity of ſpeaking of it to 


his Diſciples, had it been his Will, has no fa- 
vourable Aſpect on ſuch a Praftice. © 

5. This Writer's Reaſoning upon the Paſ- 
ſage, is beſide the Purpoſe for which he pro- 
duces. it; if he brings it to prove any thing 


reſpecting Baptiſm, it muſt be to prove that 


Infants were brought to Chriſt, in order to be 
baptized by him, and not to him in the way 
of his Ordinance, or in the way of, Baptiſm ; 
the Reaſon our Lord gives why they ſhould 
be ſuffered to come to him, for of ſuch 7s the 


Kingdom of Heaven, is to be underſtood of 


ſuch as were comparable to little Children, for 
Modeſty, Meekneſs, and Humility, and for 
Freedom from Rancour, Malice, Ambition, 

and Pride. See Matt. xviii. 2. And fo the 

Syriac Verſion is,: who are as theſe; and the 

Perſic Verſion, which is rather a Paraphraſe, 

ſhewing the Senſe, who have been humble as 
theſe little Children; and ſuch are the proper 
Subjects of a Goſpel Church State, ſometimes 
called the Kingdom of Heaven, and ſhall in- 
Herit eternal Happineſs. , If the Words are to 
be literally underſtood of Infants, and of their 
belonging to the Kingdom of Heaven, inter- 

preted of the Kingdom of Grace, or of the 

Goſpel Church State, according to this Au- 
thor's Reaſoning, they II prove too much, and 
N more 

: | 


bad them; and Chriſt's entire Silence about 
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1 
more than he cares for; namely, that belong- b 
ing to that Kingdom, they have a Right to 
the Privileges of it, even to all of them, to 
the Lord's Supper, as well as to Baptiſm; but 
the Kingdom of Glory ſeems to be defigned : 
And we are not unwilling to admit the literal 
Senſe, for the eternal Salvation and Happinefs 
of Infants dying in Infancy, is not denied by 
us; and, according to this Senſe, our Lord's 
Reaſoning is ſtropg, that ſeeing he thought fit 
to fave the Souls of Infants, and introduce 
them into the Kingdom of Heaven, why ſhould 
they be forbid being brought to him, to be 
touched by him, and healed of their bodily 
Diſeaſes ? The Argument is from the greater 
to the leſſer; but furnithes out nothing in fa- 


vour of Padebaptiſm. 
zaly, The next Text mentioned is Matt. 


xviii. 6. But whoſo ſhall offend one of theſe little 

ones which believe in me, it were better for him, 
that a Mill-lone were hanged about his Neck, 
and that he were drowned in the Depth of the 
Sea. Upon which it is obſerved, that the 
little one referred to was in an Infant State, as 
appears from Verſe 2d, and Mark ix. 36. ahd 
that little Children are reputed, by Chriſt, Be- 
lievers in him: And ſo here is a full Anticipa- 
tion of the common Objection againſt the Bap- 
tiſm of Infants, and a Juſtification of their 
Claim to the Seal of the Righteouſneſs of Faith; 

as well as a ſtrong Declaration of the awful 
Danger of offending theſe little ones, by de- 


nying them the Covenant Privileges, to which 
| they 


L723 
they: have a righteous Claim, P. 20, 21, 23, 
27. Hut, 
1. Though the little Child, in Verſe 2d, 
which our Lord ſet in the midſt of his Dif- 
ciples, and took an Occaſion from thence to 
rebuke and inſtruct them, was in an Infant 
State, yet thoſe our Lord here ſpeaks of, were 
not little ones in Age; for how capable ſoever 
they may be of having the Principle or Habit 
of Faith implanted in them, they can't be ca- 
pable of exerciſing it, or of acting Faith, which 
the Phraſe uſed expreſſes; ; for if they are not 
capable of exerci ing Reaſon, though they 
have the Principle of it in them, they cannot 
be capable of exerciſing Faith; nor indeed of 
being offended in the Senſe the Word is here 
TE and to ſuch a Degree, that the Offen- 
ders of them had better have died a violent 
Death, than to be guilty of ſuch Offence. 
But, 
2. The Diſciples of Chriſt are meant, his 
Apoſtles, who were contending among them- 
ſelves who ſhould be greateſt in the Kingdom 
of Heaven; which Ambition our Lord re- 
bakes, by placing a little Child in the midſt 
of them, ver, 1, 2. ſaying to them, Except ye 


be converted, and become as little Children, ye 


ſhall not enter into the Kingdom of Heaven ; 
adding, that whoever humbled himſelf as the 
Child before him, ſhould be the greateſt in it; 
and that fach who received ſuch humble Diſ- 
ciples of his, received him; but thoſe that of- 
tended them, would incur his Reſentment, 

| and 


1 OC PI . — — 2 E A 2 _ 
— — —. S>-® AED. ume en Ss r 8 3 5 8 * 
* wo 
Phe 


— — —— ——U—¾ Fr 
5 e ws n 
- 2 - 2 — 2 — - 
POSE A—— 
o £ 2 _— * 


3 — 
. 


„ Pf «9 
” i : 


7 ͤ Toy eoar wa a, Ie” TEINS Peg ws or tern ae De, 
8 po. >. 2 — EA 2 q WE" 2 . n * — 1 IE tes A 5 A. rn 2 W 1 3 
n S — — 
- 


—- 


— 


4 — * + — - 4 4 
3 — at =P 
_— — — SI 
\ —_— 2 
3 ms 


n 
* 
* 
* —— a * 


„ 


e 
E Bas Yo, A I N 
— 1 "yp, © | 


* 55 'Y 
the Stef Danger ala in the Words un: 
der Canſderation, ver, 3, 4,.5, 6. And theſe 
Were ſuch, not on y who by Faith looked to 
Chats ane 121 1 him as their Saviour, and 
made. a Profeſſion of him; but preached the 
Doctrin e fl Faith, who, havin 12 believed, there- 
fore ſhoke., and who may be faid to be of- 
fended, when their Pelton, were deſpiſed, their 
Miniftry rejected, and they reproached and 
Want, th : and, when it would go ill with 
38; ſhould treat them in this Manner. 
755 were ſuch, who were little Ones, in their 
own Eſteem, and in the Eſteem of others. ek 
>» Bs ei that Infants in Age could be 
meant, and theſe to have the Principle and Ha- 
bit of Faith in them, yet this would not juſtify 
their Claim to Baptiſm, which this Writer 
means, by the Seal of the Righteouſneſs of 
Faith; though not Baptiſm, but Circumciſion 
i8 deſigned by that Phraſe ; ſince actual Faith, 
ea, a Profeſſion of i it, is a neceſſary Pre- requi- 
ſite to Baptiſm, . If thou Believe with all thine 
Heart, thou mayeſt, Acts viii. 37. 

. This Writer ſeems conſcious to himſelf, 
that Faith in Chriſt is neceſſary to Baptiſm, and 
is that which juſtifies a Claim unto it; fince 
he ſeems glad to lay Hold on this T ext, and 
the Senſe he puts upon it, in order to anticipate 
the Objection to Infant Baptiſm taken from 
Faith in Chriſt, being a Pre- requiſite to it; 
which he knows not how otherwiſe to get rid 
bf, then to ſuppoſe that Infants have F aith, 


8 that this is a Proof of it. But, | 


4111 


F. Suppoſing this, either all Infants have 
Fall or only ſome : If all; how comes it to 
paſs, that there are ſo many, when grown up, 
that are manifeſtlydeſtitute of it Can the Grace 
be loſt? Is it not an abiding one ? Is not he, 
who is the Author, the Finiſher 'of it? If 
only ſome have it, how can it be known, 
who have it, and who not ? Wherefore, to bap- 
tize upon this ſuppoſed Faith, is to. proceed on 
a very precarious Foundation: It ſeems, there- 
fore, much more eligible, to defer their' Ba 
tiſm, till it appears, that they do truly and ac- 
tually believe in Chriſt. 
Ahhh, The next Paſſage of Scripture, pro- 
duced in Favour of Infant Baptiſm, is 1 Cor. 
vil. 14. For the unbelieving Huſband is ſandti- | 
fied by the Wife, and the unbelieving Wife is 
ſanctiſied by the Huſband, elſe were your Chil- 
dren unclean ; but now are they holy, Upon 
which, our Author thus reaſons; © If either 
+00 the Parents be. a Believer, the Children 
are reputed holy; that is, they have a Cove- 
© nant Holineſs, and have, therefore, a Claim 
«© to Covenant Privileges—they are holy, by 
ce Virtue of their Covenant Relation to God, 
e and muſt, therefore, have a Right to have 
ce that Covenant ſealed to them in Baptiſm, 
-* : 

1. It ought to be told, what theſe Covenant 
Privileges are, that Children have a Claim unto, 
by Virtue of their Covenant Relation, this Wri- 
ter ſo often ſpeaks of. If Baptiſm is one of 
them, as it ſeems to be his Intention, that muſt 
be denied to be a Covenant Privilege, or a Pri- 
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vilege of the Covenant of Grace ; for then all 
the Covenant- ones in all Ages, ought to have 
enjoyed it, whereas they have not: And we 
have ſeen already, that Covenant Intereſt gives 
no Right to any politive Inſtitution, or Geck. 
nance, without a divine Direction, and that 
| . is no Seal of the Covenant. 
It ſhould be told, what this Covenant Ho- 
| linek: 3 is, whether it is a real or imaginary 
Thing; it ſeems to be the latter, by our Author's 
way of expreſſing himſelf, He fays, Children 
are reputed holy; that i is, have a'Covenant Ho- 
lineſs: So that Covenant Holineſs is a reputed 
Holineſs; but ſuch a Holineſs can never qualify 
Perſons for a New Teſtament Ordinance; nor 
Has the Covenant of Grace any ſuch H olineſs 
belonging to it; that provides, by way of Pro- 
miſe, for real Holineſs, ſignified, by putting and 
Writing che Laws of God in the Heart, by giv- 
wig new Hearts and new Spirits, and takin 

away the ſtony Heart, and by cleanfing from 
all Impurity; 'this is real, inward Holineſs, and 
Hews itſelf in an outward holy Converſation: 
Where this appears, ſuch have an undoubted 
Right to the Ordinance of Baptiſm, fince they 
AY have received the Holy Spirit, as a Spirit 
bf Sanctification, Achs x. 47. 

| Holineſs, appertaining'to'the Covenant 
of Grace, can hever be meant, ſince it is ſuch 
a Holineſs, as Unbelievers, yea, as Heathens 
are ſaid to have; it is ſuch a Holineſs, as un- 
believing Huſbands, and unbelieving Wives are 
faid to have, by Virtue-and in Conſequence of 
their Relation to believing Wives and believirg 
| : Huſbands; 


751 : 


ae ; and which they have prior to the 
Holineſs of their Children); and on which their 
Children's Holineſs depends, Now, ſurely, Un- 
| believers and Heathens, will not be allowed to 
be in Covenant, or to be poſſeſſed of a Cove- 
nant Holineſs, by Virtue of their Yoke-fellows; 
and yet, theirs, and their Childrens Holineſs, 
muſt be of the ſame Kind and Nature. Where: 
fore, | 
If Children, by Virtue of this Halinels 
| have a Claim to Covenant Priyileges, and to 
have the Covenant ſealed to them by Baptiſm; 
then, much more, their unbelieving Parents, 
| becauſe they ate ſanctified before them, by their 
believing Yoke-fellows, and they are as near 
to them, as their Children; Ne if the Holi- 
neſs of the one gives a Right to Baptiſm, why 
not the Holineſs of the other ? And yet, our 
Pædobaptiſts dont pretend to baptize the unbe- 
lieving Huſband, or Wife, tho' ſanctified, whoſe 
Holineſs is the more near; but the Children, 
that become holy through the Sanctification of 
both, whoſe Holineſs is the more remote. For, 
it ſhould be obſerved, that the Holineſs, ſpoken 
of in the Text, be it what it will, is derived. 
or denominated, from both Parents, believing 
and unbelieving ; yea, the Holineſs of the Chit- 
dren depends upon the Sanctification of the un- 
believing Parent; for if the Unbeliever is not 
ſanctified, the Children are unclean, and not 
holy. Beſides, the Words are not neceſſarily 
to be underſtood of Infants, or young Children, 
but of the Rs of ſuch Perſons, * 
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of 40, or 50 Vears of Age, or of what Age 
ſoever; and muſt be unclean in the Senſe of 
the Word, here uſed, if their unbelieving Pa- 
rent is not ſanctified by, or to the believing one. 
But, | 
5. Theſe Words are to be underſtood of a 
matrimonial Holineſs ; not merely of the Holi- 
neſs of Marriage, as it is an Inſtitution of God, 
but of the very Act of Marriage, which, in the 
Language of the Jeros, is frequently expreſſed, 
by being ſan#fied. Innumerable Inſtances 
might be given of this ; I have produced one, 
in my Expoſition of this Place, in which the 
Word, E Kadaſb, to ſanctiſy, is uſed, no leſs, 
than ten Times, to eſpouſe. And, for the Sake 
of thoſe, who fave) it not, I ſhall tranſcribe the 
Paſſage: And it is, as follows“; © a Man 
ee 21pm Mekaddeſh, ſanfifes, or eſpouſes a 
« Wife by himſelf, or by his Meſſenger ; a 
e Woman, p Mithbaddeſs, 7s ſanctiſied, 
cor eſpouſed by herſelf, or by her Meſſenger ; 
* a Man, wn Mekaddeſh, ſanfifies, or eſ- 
c pouſes his Daughter, when ſhe is a young 
* Woman, by himſelf, or by his Meſſenger: 
If any one ſays to a Woman, wTPNN Hith- 
* kadaeſhr, be thou ſanctiſied, or eſpouſed to me 
* by this Date (the Fruit of the Palm Tree) 
ce e ον Hithkaddeſhi, be thou ſanftified, or eſ- 
5 pouſed by this (or anyother Thing): If there 
© 1811 any one of theſe Things, the Value of 
«© a Farthing NeTPY Mekuddeſheth, ſhe ts 
: Jandl iſied, or eſpouſed ; and if not, ſhe is not 
*& WTO 
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« He Dο Mekuddeſheth, ſanfified, or eſpou- 
« ſed: If he ſays, by this, and by this, and by 
« this; if there is the Value of a Farthing in 
« them all, nwTpp Mekuddeſheth, ſbe is ſanc- 
cc Zified, or eſpouſed ; but if not, ſhe is not, 
c er pd Mekuddeſheth, ſanctiſied, or eſpou- 
« ſed: If ſhe cats one (Date) after another, 
« ſhe is not, De pp ο Mekuddeſheth, ſanctiſied, 
e or eſpouſed, unleſs one of them is the Value 
of a Farthing,” In the Miſnab, the oral Law 
of the Jews, there is a whole Treatiſe of 
vr p Kidduſbin, Sanctifications, or Eſpouſals; 
out of which the above Paſſage is taken. And 
In the Gemara is another, full of the Diſputes 
of the Doctors on this Subject: And Mai moni- 
des has alſo written a Treatiſe of Women and 
Wives; out of which might be produced al- 
moſt innumerable Inſtances, in Proof of the 
Obſervation; and ſuch, as can read, and have 
Leiſure to read the ſaid Tracts, may fully 
ſatisfy themſelves in this Matter. And in the 
ſame Senſe, the Apoſtle uſes the Word ayiaCe 
agiazo, here: And the Paſſage ſhould be ren- 
dred thus; the unbelicving Huſband is eſpouſed, 
or married to the Wife, or rather has been eſpou- 
fed; for it relates to the Act of Marriage paſt, 
as valid; and the unbelieving Wife has been eſ- 
pouſed to the Huſband, The Prepoſition ev en, 
tranſlated by, ſhould be rendred 70, as it is in 
the very next Verſe, God hath called us er eipnvn, 
En Eirene, to Peace. The Paſſage is introdu- 
ced, to ſupport the Advice, the Apoſtle had 
given ta Believers married to Unbelievers, not 
to 
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to depart from them, but live with them, who 
bad had ſome Scruple upon their Minds, whe- 
ther they ought to cohabit with them, being 
Unbelievers ; he adviſes them, by all Means, to 
dwell with them, unleſs the Unbeliever de- 
parted, ſeeing they were duly, rightly, and le- 
cally eſpouſed to each other; and, therefore, 
ought not, notwithſtanding their different Sen- 
timents of Religion, to ſeparate from one ano- 
ther; otherwiſe, if they were not truly married 
to one another, as ſuch a Departure and Sepa- 
ration would ſuggeſt, this Conſequence muſt 
neceſſarily follow, that Children, born in ſuch a 
State of Cohabitation, where the Marriage is not 
valid, muſt be ſpurious, and not legitimate: 
Which is the Senſe of the next Clauſe, elſe were 
your Children unclean, but now are they holy; 
that is, they would have been accounted illegiti- 
mate, but now legitimate. And. 

6. This Senſe of the Words is not novel, nor 
ſingular: It is agreeable to the Minds of ſeveral 
Interpreters, ancient and modern, as Ferom, 
Ambroſe, Eraſmus, Camerarius, Muſculus, and 
others; Which laſt Writer, and who was a zea- 
lous Pædobaptiſt, makes this ingenuous Confeſ- 
ſion; © formerly, ſays he, I have abuſed this 
e Place againſt the Anabaptiſis, thinking the 
0 Meaning was, that the Children were holy 
e for the Parents Faith; which, though true, 
* the preſent Place makes nothing for the Pur- 
epo. | 5 

800, To all which, this Writer adds the 
Commiſſion in Matth. xxviii. 19. Go teach all 
5 NMoalions, 
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' Nations, baptizing them, &c. Concerning 
which, he ſays, that as the Commiſſion to the 
. ſacred Miniſtry enjoined the baptizing of all 

Nations, whereof Infants are a very great Part; 

it alſo enjoined the baptizing Infants, as a Part 
bol the Nations they were to diſciple and baprize, 
p. 21. And, elſewhere, he fays, the Words 
ought to be read, go, diſciple all Nations, Buß- 
tixing rhen—and ſhould be underſtood, as re- 
quiring the Miniſters of the Goſpel to make all 
Nations Diſciples by baptizing them whereby 
every one is conftitated a Learner of Chriſt: 
And to prove, that Infants are called Diſciples, 
he refers to As xv. 10. Why tempt ye God to 
put u Yoke on the Neck of the Diſciples, &c. and 
to all fach Scriptures, that rel the Educa- 
tion of Children, p. 24, 2 5. But, 

*. The Commnflion does not enjoin the bab 
tizing of all Nations, but the baptizing of ſuch, 
as are taught; for the antecedent to the relative 
them cannot be all Nations, ſince ar αν Te 
ehyn, panta ta ethne, the Words for all Nations, 
are of the neuter Gender; whereas auTss Au- 
Tous, them, is of the maſculine; but ughwras, 
Matheutas, Diſciples, is ſuppoſed and contained 
in the Word aabwreuoate, Matheteuſate, teach, 
or make Diſciples; ſuch as are firſt taught, or 
made Diſciples by teaching under the Miniſtry 
of the Word, by the Spirit of 'God, Chrift's 
Orders are to baptize them. 

2. Tf Infants, as a Part of all Nations, were 
tobe baptized, and becauſe they are ſuch ; then 
the Intants of Heathens, Turks and Fews, ought 

0 


[ 80 3 . 
to be baptized, for they are a Part of all N a- 
tions, as —— as the Children of Chriſtians, or 
Believers. | 
3. We are very willing g. the Words ſhould 
be rendred dj ſciple all Nations, or make all Na- 
tions Diſciples; that is, Diſciples of Chriſt, 
which is the ſame, as Believers in him; Dor 
they are the true Diſciples of Chriſt, that have 
learned the Way of Life, and Salvation by him; 
that deny themſelves, ſinful, righteous, and ci 
vil ſelf, for his Sake; who forfake all, take up 
the Croſs, and follow him; who bear, and 
bring forth much F ruit, love one another, and 
continue in the Doctrine of Chriſt, Luke xiv. 
27, 33. John xv. 8. and xi. 5. and viii. 31. 
And ſuch, and ſuch only, are the proper Sub- 
jects of Baptiſm; ſo agreeable to this Commiſ- 
fion and the Senſe of it, Chriſt firſt made Diſ- 
ciples, and 'then baptized them, or ordered 
them to be baptized, Jobn iv. 1, 2. 
4. Theſe two Acts, diſcipling and baptizing, 
are x to be confounded together ; ; they are 
two diſtinct Acts, and the one is previous to the 
other, and abſolutely neceſſary thereunto. Men 
are not made Diſciples by baptizing them, as 
this Writer ſuggeſts, but they muſt be firſt Diſ- 
ciples, and then baptized. So Ferom? long ago 
underſtood. the Commiſſion, who has theſe 
Words upon it; © firit, they teach all Nations, 
* then dip thoſe, that are taught, in Water : 


= Pos, it cannot be, that the Body ſhould re- 
hs ceive 


? Primum docent omnes Gentes, deinde doctas intingant Aqua, 
Se. Hieron, in Matt, xxviii. 19. 


871 
« ceive the Sacrament of Baptiſm, unleſs the 
e Soul has before received the Truth of Faith.“ 
To the ſame Purpoſe, Athanaſiusꝭ ſays, Where- 
e fore the Saviour does not ſimply command to 
. © baptize, but firſt ſays, teach, and then bap- 
ce tize thus, in the Name of the Father, and of © 
the Son, and F the Holy Ghoſt; that Faith 
might come of teaching, and Baptiſm be 
: perfected. g7 
Such a Diſciple, as this Writer ſuppoſes 
to be conſtituted by Baptiſm, namely, a Learner 
of Chriſt, cannot agree with an Infant. What 
can a new-born Babe learn of Chriſt ? What 
can it be taught of him, or receive by Way of 
teaching, at the Time of its Baptiſm, or by 
being baptized ? If Learners and Diſciples are 
ſynonimous Terms, as this Author ſays, they 
cannot be Diſciples before they are Learners ; 
and they cannot be Learners of Chrift, unleſs 
they have learned ſomething of him : And, ac- 
cording to this Notion, they ought to learn ſome- 
thing of him, before they are baptized in his 
Name. But what can an Infant learn of Chriſt ? 
6. The Text in A&s xv. 10. is not to be un- 
derſtood of Infants, but of Adult Perſons; 
even converted Gentiles, who believed in Chriſt, 
and were his Diſciples; and upon whom, the 
falſe Teachers would have impoſed the Yoke of 
the ceremonial Law; and, particularly, Cir- 
cumciſion: : Which, becauſe it bound over to 
M the 
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[ 32 
the whole Law, the Apoſtle repreſents as an 
inſupportable one; and calls this Impoſition of 


it on the believing Gentiles, a tempting of 


God: And as for any other Paſſages that enjoin 
the Education of Children, or ſpeak of it, 
they are never from thence called the Diſciples 
of Chriſt, nor any where elſe, 

6thly, This Writer aſſerts, that“ it is plain 


< that the Apoſtles thus underſtood our Sa- 


s viour's Meaning, and accordingly baptized 
% Lydia and her Houſhold, and the Gaoler 
e and all his, As xvi. 15, 33. and the Hou- 
« ſhold of Stephanas, r.. 
But, 

1. Seeing the underſtanding of our Saviour's 
Meaning in the Commiſſion, depends upon 
thoſe Inſtances of Baptiſm, and fo the Warrant 
for the baptizing of Infants, the Pædobaptiſts 
ought to be ſure that there were Infants in theſe 
Families, and that they were baptized, or 


otherwiſe they muſt baptize them, at moſt, 


upon a very precarious Foundation; for if the 
Commiſſion of itſelf is not clear for it, and 
thoſe Inſtances in which the Apoſtles acted ac- 
cording to the Commiſſion, are not ſufficient 
to vouch it, it muſt ſtand upon a very bad 
Bottom, having neither Precept nor Precedent 
for it; and they muſt know, that there are 
Families that have no Infants in them, and 
how can they be ſure there were any in theſe ? 

And, 
2. It lies upon them to prove there were In- 
fants in theſe Families, and that theſe Infants 
were 


831 
were baptized, or the Allegation of thoſe In- 
ſtances, is to no purpoſe; how they can ſatisfy 
themſelves without it, they beſt know; they 
ought not to put it upon us to prove a Nega- 
tive, to prove that there were none, this is 
unfair; and one would think, ſhould not ſit 
very eaſy upon their Minds, to reſt their Prac- 
tice on ſo poor a Shift, and ſo unreaſonable a 
Demand. But, 5 
3. We are able to make it appear, that 
there are many Things in the Account of 
the Baptiſm of theſe Families, which are in- 
_ conſiſtent with Infants, and which make it at 
leaſt probable, that there were none in them, 
and certain, that thoſe that were baptized were 
adult Perſons, and Believers in Chriſt. As for 
Lydia, it is not certain in what State of Life 
ſhe was, whether ſingie or married, whether 
Maid, Widow, or Wife; whether ſhe had any 
Children, or ever had any; or if ſhe had, and 
them living, whether they were Infants or A- 
dult ; and if Infants, it does not ſeem probable 
that ſhe ſhould bring them along with her from 
her native Place Thyatira to Philippi, where 
ſhe ſeems to have been upon Buſineſs, and ſo 
had hired a Houſe during her Stay there; 
wherefore, her Houſhold ſeems to have con- 
ſiſted of menial Servants ſhe brought along 
with her, to aſſiſt her in her Buſineſs; and 
certain it is, that thoſe that the Apoſtles found 
there, when they entered into it, after they 
came out of Priſon, were ſuch as are called 
Bretbren, and were capable of being comforted 
„„ by 
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by them, As xvi. 15, 40. And as for the 


Gaoler's Houſhold, they were ſuch as were 
capable of having the Word of God ſpoken to 
them, and of rejoicing at it, and in the Con- 
verſation of the Apoſtles, at what was ſaid and 
done by them, and are even expreſly ſaid to 
believe in God, as the Gaoler did, and toge- 
ther with him ; and as for the Houſhold of 
Stephanas, that is, by ſome, thought to be the 
fame with the Gaoler 83 but, if not, it is cer- 
tain it conſiſted of adult Perſons, Believers in 
Chrift, and very uſeful in the publick Service 
of Religion ; for they were the Firſt Fruits of 


 Achaia, and addicted themſelves to the Mi- 


niſtry of the Saints, 1 Cor, xvi. 15. All which, 


in each of the Inſtances, can never be laid of 
Infants. But, 


7thly. This Writer adds one Text more, 


which, he ſays, muſt be allowed to be deci- 


five in the preſent Caſe, and that is Rom. xi. 


17.—25. from whence he thinks it is moſt e- 


vident, that ſince the believing Gentiles are 
grafted into all the Privileges and ſpiritual Bleſ- 
ſings of the Few;/b Church, they cannot be cut off 


from that great Blefling and Privilege of having 


the Covenant ſealed to their Infant Seed, p. 21. 
To which I reply, 


1. It will readily be allowed, that believing 


Gentiles ſhare in all r. ſpiritual Bleflings and 
Privileges of the 


wrſh Church, or of Be- 


levers under the "Dads Diſpenſation; the ſame 
Bleſſings of imputed Righteouſneſs and Pardon 
of Sin came upon the Uncircumciſion, as well 

as 


[8] 
as upon the Circumciſion, who walk in the 
Steps of the Faith of Prubam, Rom. iv. 6. 


12. for ſuch that are Chriſt's, true Beliovers'i in 
him, they are Abraham's Seed, his ſpiritual . 


Seed, and Heirs, according to the Promiſe, of 
all ſpiritual Bleflings and Privileges, Gal. iii. 29. 
8 

2. The Covenant of Grace was never ſealed 
to Abraham's natural Seed; the Covenant of 
Grace itſelf did not. belong to them as ſach; 
nor was Circumciſion a Seal of it to them; 
nor is Baptiſm a Seal of the Covenant of Grace 
to any; and therefore it is a great Impro- 
priety and Impertinence to talk of cutting off 
from that which was never had, and never 
was. 

3. Though believing Gentiles ſhare in the 
ſpiritual Bleſſings and Privileges which the 
Jewiſh Church, or Feuiſh Believers enjoyed, 
they never were grafted into that Church ; that 
Church State, with all the peculiar Ordinances 
of it, was utterly aboliſhed by Chriſt, ſignified 
by the Shaking of the Heavens and the Earth, 
and. removing of thoſe Things that are 
ſhaken, that thoſe which cannot be ſhaken 
may remain, Heb. xii. 26, 27. The Jewiſh 
Church is not the Olive Tree, of whoſe Root 
and Fatneſs the Gentiles partake ; they are not 
grafted into the old Jeb Stock; the Ax has 


been laid to the Root of that Tree; and it is 


entirely cut down, and no Engraftment is made 
upon it. But, ä 
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4. The Olive Tree, of whoſe: Root and 
| Fatneſs believing Gentiles partake, is the Goſe 
pel Church State, out of which the Jews that 
rejected Chriſt were left, and are the broken 
Branches; and thoſe that believed in Chriſt 
were taken in, and laid the firſt Foundation of 
it ; theſe are the firſt Fruits and the Root, 
which being holy, are a Pledge of the future 
Converſion and Holineſs of that People ; they 
of them that received the firſt Fruits of the 
Spirit, were firſt incorporated into a Goſpel 
Chureh State, and then the Gentiles which 
believed were received among them, and were 
engrafted into them; and this Engrafture or 
Coalition was firſt at Antioch, where and 
when, and hereafter, the Gentiles partook of 
the Root and Fatneſs of the Olive Tree; en- 
joyed the ſame Privileges, communicated in 
the ſame Ordinances, and were ſatisfied with 
the Goodneſs and Fatneſs of the Houſe of 
God; and of this Engrafture, and of this only 
does this Text ſpeak; ſo that it is ſo far from 
being deciſive in the preſent Caſe, that there 
is not one Word, one Syllable about Baptiſm 
in it, and ſtill leſs can any thing, in favour of 
Infant Baptiſm, be inferred from it. 
I ſhall conclude this Chapter, and with it 
the Affair of the divine Right of Infant Bap- 
tiſm, which, whether illuſtrated and confirmed 
in the Dialogue, muſt be left to the judicious 
Reader, by obſerving, that the Miniſter in it 
being required to give expreſs New Teſtament 
Proof for Infant Baptiſm, which he was con- 
i ſccious 


| [87] 
ſcious to himſelf he could not do, in anſwer 
to it, requires expreſs New Teſtament Proof, 
that Women ſhould partake of the Lord's Supe . 
fer, and offers to prove Infant Baptiſm by the 
fame Arguments that this ſhould be proved. 
But, | x; | | 
1. We don't go about to prove Womens 
Right to partake of the Lord's Supper, by ſuch 
Arguments this Writer forms for us; as b 
their Covenant Intereſt, by their Claim to have 
the Covenant ſealed to them, and by their be- 
ing a Part of all Netions; and though we look 
upon their being Believers and Diſciples of 
Chriſt, proper Qualifications for their Admiſ- 
fon to the Lord's Supper, when theſe can be 
made to appear to belong to Infants, we ſhall 
readily admit them to Baptiſm. But, 
2. We prove their Right to the Ordinance 
of the Lord's Supper, by their Right to the 
| Ordinance of Baptiſm; for they that have a 
Right to one Ordinance, have to the other 
that Women believing in Chriſt have a Right 
to Baptiſm, is clear, from As viii. 12. They 
were baptized, both Men and Women, and 
therefore ſhould partake of the Lord's Supper, 
Let it be proved, that Infants ought to be bap- 
tized, and it will be allowed and inſiſted upon, 
that they partake of the Lord's Supper. 
3. We prove it by their being Church Mem- 
bers; Mary the Mother of Jeſus, with other 
Women, were of the Number of the Diſciples 
that formed the firſt Goſpel Church at Jeru- 
falem ; Sapphira, the Wife of Ananias, __ 
; 1 wit 
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| 3 8 
with her Huſband, of the Multitude that be- 
lieved, and were together, and had all Things 
common; after whoſe awful Death, Behevers 
were the more added to the Lord, that is, to the 
Church, orb Men and Women, Acts i. 14, 15. 
and iv. 32. and v. 9, 14. There were Wo- 
men in the Church at Corinth; concerning 
whom, the Apoſtle gives Rules reſpecting 
their Conduct, 1 Cor. xi. 5, 6, 13. and xiv. 
34, 35. Now, all thoſe that are Members of 
Goſpel Churches ought to eat the Bread, and 
drink the Cup, in Remembrance of Chriſt, 
1 Cor. xi. 26. Women are Members of Goſ- 
el Churches; and therefore ought to eat and 
drink in like manner. | | 
4. We prove this by Example. Mary, the 
Mother of our Lord, and other Women, being 
of the Number of the Diſciples, which con- 
ſtituted the Goſpel Church State at Jeruſalem, 
as they continued, with one Accord, in Prayer 
and Supplication, ſo likewiſe in breaking of 
Bread, Acts i. 14, 15. and ii. 1, 44, 46, 
5. We prove this by a divine Direction, 
. and Command, Let a Man exa- 
mine himſelf, and ſo tet bim eat, 1 Cor. xi. 29. 
The Word uſed is avSewro, a Word of the 
common Gender, and ſignifies both Men and 
Women; in which Senſe it muſt be often un- 
derſtood, as in 1 Tim. ii. 5, for is Chriſt a Me- 
diator only between God and Men, and not 
Women? Under the Goſpel Diſpenſation, in a 
Goſpel Church State, there is neither Male 
nor Female; they are all one in Chriſt, and 
| 5 ny enjoy 
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enjoy the ſame Privileges and Ordinances, Gal. 


m. 28. Let the ſame Ploof, or as good, be 


given for Infant Baptiſm, and we have done; 

et it be proved that Infants have a Right to any 

other Goſpel Ordinance as ſuch; that they ate 

or ought to be Members of Goſpel Churches ; 

that there is either Precept or Precedent for 

the baptizing of them, and we ſhall readily 
admit them, ny, 


CHAP. VI. 
Concerning the Mode of Adminiſtring the Or 
 dinance of Baptiſm, whether by Immerſion or 
by Sprinkling. "ZH 


"THE Author of the Dialogue under Con- 

ſideration affirms, that there is not one 
fingle Lexicographer, or Critick upon the Greek 
Language, he has ever ſeen, but what agrees, 
that though the Word Baptiao ſometimes ſig- 
nifies to dip, yet it alſo naturally fignifies to 
waſh; and that waſhing, in any Mode whatſo- 
ever, is the native Signification of the Word 
Baptiſmbs, p. 31. that the Words baptize and 


Baptiſm, (as uſed in the New Teſtament) do 


not, from their Signification, make Dipping of 


Plunging the neceſſary Mode of adminiſtring 


the Ordinance, p. 33. and that one ſingle In- 
ſtance of that Mode of adminiſtring the Ordi- 
nance, is not to be found in all the New 
Teſtament, p. 34. nor is it probable it ſhould 

be the Mode, p. 38. and that the Mode of 
| N admi- 
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adminiſtring it by Sprinkling is a more lively 
Emblem of what is fignified and repreſented 
by it, than Dipping or Plunging can be ſup- 
poſed, and therefore the moſt proper one. 
N WP, As to the Lexicographers, and Criticks 
on the Greek Language, they agree that the 
Word CanriC, baptizo, ſignifies, in its firſt 
and primary Senſe, to dip or plunge, and only 
in a ſecondary and conſequential Senſe, to waſh, 
but never to pour or ſprinkle, there being no 
proper Waſhing, but what is by Dipping ; 
and for this we appeal to all the Writers of 
this kind, and even to thoſe this Author men- 
8 
Scapula, the firſt of them, renders & an, 
baptizs, by mer go, ſeu immergo, ut qua tingendi, 
aul abluendi gratia aquæ immergimus, to 
« dip or plunge into, as what for the ſake of 
e dying or waſhing we dip into Water; item 
mer go, ſubmergo, obruo aqua, © allo to plunge, | 
* plunge under, overwhelm in Water; item 
abluo, Igvo, © alſo to waſh off, waſn; and 
6 5 14. baptizomai, he renders, by mergor, 
ſubmergor, © to be plunged, plunged under ;”* 
and obſerves, that it is uſed metaphorically for 
obruor, to be overwhelmed ; and Cammco us, 
baptiſmos, and Cammous, baptiſma, he fays, 
is, merſio, lotio, ablutio, ipſe immergendi, item 
lauandi, ſeu abluendi aus, © Plunging, Waſh- 
« ing, Ablution, the Act itſelf of Plunging, 
es alſo of Waſhing or Ablution.“ In all which, 

Us 
, | 


1 J. 
be makes dipping, or plunging, to be the firſt 
and preferable Senſe of the Words. 
Stephens gives the ſame Senſe of the Words, 


and fo Schrevelius, who renders G,, by 


baptizo, mergo, lavo, baptize, plunge, waſh, 
Paſor only renders it baptizo, baptize, with- 
out determining its Senſe. And Leigb, in his 
Critica Sacra, obſerves, that the Nature and 
proper Signification of it, is t dip into Wa- 
<« ter, or to plunge under Water; and refers 
to John iii. 22, 23. Matt. iii. 16. As viii. 38. 
And cites Caſaubon, Bucanus, Bullinger, and 
Zanchy, as agreeing and teſtifying to this Senſe 
of it; and haptiſma, he ſays, is © dipping into 
* Water, or waſhing with Water.” And 
theſe are the Lexicographers and Criticks, our 


Author refers us to: To which I may add the 


Lexicon, compiled by Budæus, Conſtantine, and 
others, who render the Word BxTTC, bapti- 
So, by immergo, mergo, intingo, lavacro tin- 
go, abluo, nadeſacio, lavo, mundo; plunge, 
plunge into, dip into, dip in a Laver, waſh off, 
make wet, well cleanſe: And BarTiouo, bap- 
tiſmos, they ſay, is tingendi, hoc eft mergends 
Aetio, in quo fignificatu Tinetura dtcitur, © The 
« Action of tinging, that is, of plunging; in 
* which Signification it is a Tincture,“ 
or dying; and another by Hadrian unius, who 
renders gar, by immergo, to plunge into; 
and RE,; baptiſmos, by Immerſio, Lotio, 
Baptiſmus, Immerſion, Waſhing, Baptiſm. 
As for other Criticks on the Greek Language, 


who aſſert, that the proper Signification of the 
Ly Word 
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Word bapti zo, is to Ny Or plunge ; they are ſo 
numerous, that it would be tedious to reckon 
them up: I ſhall only mention a few of them, 
and their Words. Calvin ſays, Ipſum bap- 
10 tizandi Verbum mer gere ſigniſicat, & mergendi 
« Ritum veteri Eccleſia obſervatum fuiſſè con- 
« fat. The Word, baptize, ſignifies to plunge; 
« and, it is plain, that the Rite of plunging 
cc Was obſerved in the ancient Church. Bega, 
who muſt be allowed to be a learned Critick 
in the Greef Language, ſays, on Mark vii. 4. 
« Neque vero To Ben, To baptizein, Ani 
« ficat lavare niſi a conſequenti, nam proprie de- 
e clarat tingendi Cauſa immergere. Neither 
* does the Word, baptizo, fignify to waſh, un- 
© Tels conſequentially ; ; for it properly 1 1 
« fo plunge into, for the Sake of tinging,” | 
dy ing; and © on Marth. iii. 11. he ſays, /, 5 
fe autem xo Ga ew, to bapti xein, tingere, 
* quum maps To Bamre, para to baptein, di- 
* catur, & quum tingenda mergantur. The 
* Word, baptizo, ſignifies to dip (as Dyers in 
de Vatt ) ſeeing it comes from bapto, to dip, 
* and ſeeing Things, that are to be dyed, are 
« dipped.” Caſaubon, another great Critick on 
the Greek Language, has theſe Words on Matt. 
il. 6, © Hic enim fuit baptizandi Ritus ut in 
* Aquas immergerentur, quod vel ipſo Vox B. 
ker, baptizein, declarat ſatis—unde intel- 
ligimus non eſſe ab re, quod jam pridem non- 
null diſputarant de toto Corpore immergends 
in Ceremonia baptiſmi ; vocem enim Bammile, 
baptizein, urgebant, For this was the f er 
cc O 
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« of baptizing, that Perſons ſhould be plunged 
« into Water, which the Word, baptizo, ſuf- 
55 ficiently declares — hence, we underſtand, 
„ that it was not foreign from the Matter, 
« which ſome, ſometime ago, diſputed, con- 
« cerning plunging the whole Body in the Ce- 
<« remony of Baptiſm; for they urged the Sig- 
«« nification of the Word, baptizo.” And, that 


this is the proper Signification of the Word, he- 


obſeryes, in his Notes on Acts i. 5. and ii. 4. 

To which, I ſhall only add one more Critick, 

and that is Erotius; who, on Matth. iii. 6. thus 
writes ; © Merſatione autem non perfufione agi 
* ſoltum hunc Ritum indicat S 'Vacts proprietas, 
« Loca ad eum Ritum delecta, John iii. 23. 
Acts viii. 38. &. Allufiones multæ Apoſtolo- 
* rum quæ ad APperſio ſonem referri non poſſunt, 

2 Rom. . g. n Ei: Þ hat this Rite 
< uſed to be performed by plunging, and not 


ce by pouring, both the Propriety of the Word, 


ce and the Places choſen for this Rite ſhew⸗ 
* Fohn iii. 23. Ads viii. 38. and the many 
Alluſions of the Apoſtles, which cannot be 
ky referred to ſprinkling, Rom. vi. 3, 4. Col. ii. 
** 12.” I might have here ſubjoined, ſome In- 
ſtances of the Uſe of the Word in Greek Au- 
thors, by which, it appears, to have the Senſe 
of dipping and plunging, and not of pouring, 
or ſprinkling ; but this has been largely done by 
Dr. Gale, and others. I ſhall, therefore, pro- 

ceed, 1 
Secondly, To conſider the Uſe of the Words, 

_ baptize and Baptiſm, in the New wing 

whic 
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which our Author ſays, do not, from their Sig- 
nification, make dipping or plunging, the ne- 
ceſſary Mode of adminiſtring the Ordinance of 
Baptiſm : And the Places enumerated by him, 
in which. they are uſed, are, as follow. 
I. The Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt on the 
_ Apoſtles, and on Cornelius, and his Company, 
is called baptizing, Acts i. 5. and xi. 16. where 
he obſerves, it can't be pretended, that there 
was the leaſt Alluſion to, or Reſemblance of, 
dipping, or plunging, in this Uſe of the Word. 
But the learned Caſaubon, a very great Critick 

in the Greek Tongue, before- mentioned and re- 
ferred to, does pretend, that there is ſuch an 
Alluſion and Reſemblance; his Words on Acts 
i. 5. are theſe, © Eiſi non improbo, &c. Al- 
* though I don't diſapprove of the Word, 4ap- 
<*« figed, being retained here, that the Antitheſis 
te may be full; yet, I am of Opinion, that 
«© Regard is had, in this Place, to its proper 
5 Signification; for , baptizein, is to 
<« immerſe, ſo as to tinge, or dip: And, in this 
** Senſe, the Apoſtles are truly ſaid to be bap- 
© tized; for the Houſe, in which this was 
«© done, was filled with the Holy Ghoſt : So 
te that the Apoſtles ſeemed to be plunged 
ec into it, as into ſome Pool.” And the ex- 
traordinary Deſcent of the Spirit in thoſe In- 
ſtances, is much more ſtrongly expreſſed by a 
Word, which fignifies plunging, than if it had 
been expreſſed by a Word, that ſignifies bare 


Perfuſion, and ſtill leſs ſprinkling. 


2. 
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2. Chriſt's Crucifixion is called a Baptiſm; 
Mark x. 38. but, being buffeted, ſpit upon, 
and lifted up upon the Croſs, ſays our Author, 
bear no Reſemblance, nor can have any Allu- 
ſion to dipping, or plunging. But, it is eaſy 
to obſerve, that the Sufferings of our Lord, 
which are compared to a Baptiſm, in the Place 
referred to, and in Luke xii. 50, becauſe of the 
Greatneſs and Abundance of them, are, ſome- 
times, expreſſed by deep Waters, and Floods 


of Waters; and he is repreſented, as plunged 


into them, and covered and over-whelmed 


with them. For ſo he ſays, himſelf, The Wa- 


ters are come into my Soul; I fink in deep Mire, 
where there is no flanding ; ; 1 am come into deep 
Waters, where the Floods overflow me, Pſ. Ixix. 


I, 2. And, therefore, a Word, ſignifying Im- 


merſion, and a covering of the whole Body in 
Water, is a very apt one to expreſs the Multi- 


tude of Chriſt's Sufferings, and the over- 


whelming Nature of them; and muſt, more 
fitly, expreſs the ſame, than a Word, which 
only ſignifies pouring, or ſprinkling a few 
Drops of Water. 

The Text in Mark vii. 4. is next men- 
tioned; which ſpeaks of the Feus, when come 
from the Market, not eating, except they waſh 
(baptizoontat) ; and of the waſhing (baptiſmous) 
of Cups and Pots, brazen Veſſels, and of Tables, 
or Bad, as the Word ſignifies. And this, our 
Author thinks, is an unexceptionable Inſtance 
of theſe Words ſignifying waſhing, without dip- 


ping, or plunging ; ſince it can hardly be ſup- 
poſed, 
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_ poſed; that they dipped themſelves inder Wa- | 
ter, every Time they came from Market; or, 
that they dipped their Beds, every Time they 
fat, or lay upon them. But; in Anſwer to this, 
it ſhould be obſerved; that our Lord.. is here 
ſpeaking of the Superſtition of. the Phariſees, 
who, when they came from Market, or any 
Court of Judicature, if they touched any com- 
mon Perſons, or their Cloaths, reckoned them- 
ſelves unclean; and, according to the Traditi- 
ons of the Elders, were to immerſe themſelves 
in Water, and did: So that a moſt. proper 
Word is here made uſe of, to expreſs their Su- 
perſtition. And, as for Cups, Pots and brazen 
Veſſels; what other Way of waſhing of them is 
there, than by dipping, . or putting them. into 
Water ? And; in this Way, unclean Veſſels 
were to be waſhed, according to the Law; 
Lev. xi. 32. as well; as all that were reckoned 
ſo by the T taditions. of the Elders; and even 
Beds, Pillows and Bolſters, when they were 
unclean in a ceremonial Senſe, and not; as this 
Author puts it, every Time they lay; or fat upon 
them, were to be waſhed by Immerſion, or dip- 
ping them in Water; as I have proved from 
the Jews oral Law, which our Lord has Re- 
ſpect to, in my Expoſition of this Place; to 
Which, I refer the Reader. Wherefore, "the 
Words are here uſtd in their primary Senſe, as 
ſignifying dipping; and, if they did not ſo bg- 
nify, they would not truly repreſent the oper 
ſtition, they are deſigned to do. 7 


4+ 


FF] | 

4. The next Paſſage produced, is 1 Cor. x, 
1,2. Which ſpeaks of the Fewr/h Fathers, being 
baptized unto Moſes in the Cloud, and in the Sea. 
Upon which, this Writer obſerves, that he 
thinks, he need not ſeriouſly undertake to con- 
vince his Friend, he is debating with; © that 
* the Fathers were not dipped in the Cloud, 
© but that the Rain from the Cloud bore a 
much greater Reſemblance to Sprinkling, or 
e Affuſion, than to Dipping.” But let us a 


little examine this Matter, and ſee, wherein the 


Agreement lay, between Baptiſm and the J= 
raelites Paſſage under the Cloud, and through 
the Sea. Which may be conſidered, either to- 
gether, or ſeparately : If together, the Agree- 
ment between it and Baptiſm, lay in this ; the 
Tſraektes, when they paſſed through the Red- 
Sea, had the Waters on each Side of them, 
| which ſtood up, as a Wall, higher than they, 
and the Cloud over them ; ſo that they were, 
as Perſons immerſed in, and covered with Wa- 
ter; and, in this View, it is eaſy to ſee, that 
the Reſemblance is much greater to Immerſion, 
than to Sprinkling, or Affuſion: Or this may be 
conſidered ſeparately, as baptized in the Cloud, 
and as baptized in the Sea; in the Cloud, when, 
as Gataker *, a Pædobaptiſt Writer, thinks, it 
paſſed from before the Face of the Hraelites, 
and ſtood behind them, and was between the 
two Camps, to keep off the Egyptians ; and 
which, when it paſſed over them, let down a 
_ plentiful Rain upon _ whereby they were 

11 l Ih 
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in ſuch a Condition, as if they had been dipped 
all over in Water; or, when under the Cloud 
they were all over cvered with it, as a Perſon, 
when baptized by Immerſion is all over covered 
with Water; and they might be ſaid to be bap- 
tized in the Sea, when, as they paſſed through 
it, the Waters ſtanding up above their Heads, 
they ſeemed, as if they were immerſed. The 
Reſemblance to Plunging, therefore, confidered 
in either Way, muſt be nearer, than to pour- 
ing, or ſprinkling a ſmall Quantity of Water. 
To which may be added, that the Deſcent of 
the {/rae/ites into the Sea, when they ſeemed, 
as though they were buried in the Waters of it ; 
and their Aſcent out of it again on the Shore, 
have a very great Agreement with Baptiſm, as 
adminiſtred by Immerſion ; in which, the Per- 
ſon baptized, goes down into the Water, is 
— rh TY Chrift therein; and comes up out 
of it, as out of a Grave, or as the Children of 
Mel out of the Red. Sea. 
F. The laſt Text mentioned, where the 
Word Baptiſm is uſed, is Heb. ix. 10. where 
our Author obſerves, © the Apoſtle, ſpeaking 
% of the ceremonial Diſpenſation, tells us, that 
it /tood = in Meats, and Drinks, and divers 
« Waſhings (baptiſmous) and carnal Ordinan- 
ces; and the principal of theſe Waſhings, he 
Fc exemplifies to us, ver. 13. to be the Blood of 
« Bulls and Goats, and the Aſhes of an Heifer, 
« ſprinkling the unclean : Here, therefore, the 
Word cannot, with any Appearance of Mo- 
« deſty, be explained oF avour of Immerſion.” 
| To 


19 
To which, I reply, that the Aſhes of an Hei- 
fer, ſprinkling the unclean, were ſo far from be- 


ing the principal Part of the Jerafſe Waſhings, 


or Baptiſms, that it was no Part at all; nor is 
this mentioned by the Apoſtle, as any Exem- 
plification of them, who underſtood theſe 
Things better. Sprinkling the Aſhes of the 
Heifer, and the waſhing, or bathing of the Per- 


ſon in Water, which was by Immerſion, are 


ſpoken of, as diſtinct and ſeparate Things, in 
the Ceremony referred to, Numb. xix. 19. and 
indeed, waſhing by ſprinkling, is not reconci- 
leable to good Senſe, to the Propriety of Lan- 
guage, and to the univerſal Cuſtom of Nations. 
However, certain it is, that the Prieſts, Le- 
vites, Iſraelites, Veſſels, Garments, Sc. which 
were enjoined Waſhing by the ceremonial Law, 
and which Waſhings, or Baptiſms, are here re- 
ferred. to, were done, by putting them into 
Water, and not by pouring, or ſprinkling Wa- 
ter upon them. It is a Rule with the Fews*, 
that, © whereſoeyer, in the Law, waſhing of 
ce the Fleſh, or of the Cloaths is mentioned, it 
e means nothing elſe, than 9137 95 n526 
&* Tebileth Col hagoph, the dipping of the whole 
% Body in a Laver— for if any Man dips him- 
„ ſelf all over, except the Tip of his little 

« Finger, he is {till in his Uncleanneſs.” From 


A 


NA 


the Whole, it appears, that the Words,  bap- 


tize and Baptiſm, in all the Places mentioned, 
do, from their Signification, make Dipping, or 
Plunging, the neceſſary Mode of adminiſtring 
the Ordinance of Baptiſm, I now go on, 

| O23: Thirdly, 


© Maimon. Hilchot. Mikvaot. c. 1. F. 2. 
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Thirdly, To vindicate thoſe Texts of Scrip- 
ture, which afford Inſtances of the Mode of 
adminiſtring Baptiſm by Immerſion, from the 
Exceptions of this Writer, who confidently 
affirms, © That none of thoſe Texts will ne- 
e ceſlarily prove that any one Perſon was bap- 
e tized by Dipping, by John Baptiſt, our 
© Blefſed Saviour, or his Apoſtles- FP: 34. 
And, | 

8. "The firſt Text brought into the Debate, 
and excepted to, is Matt. iii. 6. And were 
baptized by him in Jordan, confeſing their Sins. 
But we don't argue on this Place, from theſe 
Perſons being baptized, to their being dipped, 
as this Writer makes his Neighbour to do, 


but from their being baptized in the River 


Jordan; for why ſhould John chuſe the River 
Jordan to baptize in, and baptize in that River, 
if he did not adminiſter the Ordinance by Im- 
merſion. Dr. Hammond, a Pædobaptiſt, thought 
that theſe Words afford an Argument for Dip- 
ping in Baptiſm, though our Author will not 
allow it : His Paraphraſe of them is; © And 
e he received them by Baptiſm, or Tmmerſi gon 
« in the Water of 7 Ar promiſing them 


Pardon upon the Sincerity of their Conver- 


* fton and Amendment, or Reformation of 
* their Lives.” And in his Note on Matt. 


It. 1, having reſpect to this Place, ſays, 
«© FJaßn preaching Repentance to the Jews in 


ee the Deſert, received all that came unto him 
* as new Proſelytes, forſaking their old Re- 
6: lations, . e. their Sins, and in token of 

cc their 
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ce their reſolved Change, put them into the 


« Water, dipped them all over, and ſo took 
© hem out again; and upon the Sincerity of 
ce their Change, promiſed them the Remiſſion 
cc of their Sins, and told them of the Meffab 
« which was ſuddenly to appear among them, 
« and warned them to believe on him.” The 
Inſtances of Waſhing in the Pool of Silbam, in 
Solomon's ten Lavers, or the Hands in a Baſon, 
mentioned by our Author, are very impertinent ; 
and befides, ſuch Waſhing is not performed 


without Dipping, Who ever waſhes his Hands 


without dipping them in the Water he waſhes 
we -.- | 


n 


2. Another Text mentioned, is John iii. 23. 
John was baptizing in Enon near to Salim, be- 


cauſe there was much Water there. Upon which 


this Writer obſerves, that © the Words in the 


* Original are many Waters; which implies 
« many Springs or Brooks of Water; Waters 


< ſuited to the Neceſſity and Conveniency of 


ce the vaſt Multitudes that reſorted to John, 
cc as a Supply of Drink for themſelves, and 


cc for the Horſes and Camels which they rode 


ce upon, as well as for their Baptiſm, Here 
« js no appearing of Dipping in the Caſe 
« Had John baptized all theſe Multitudes by 
* Dipping, he muſt have ſtood almoſt con- 
ce tinually in Water, up to his Waſte, and 


* could not have ſurvived the Employment 


*© but by Miracle.” To which I reply, 

(..) Admitting that the Words in the Ori- 

ginal, many Waters, imply many Springs or 
Brooks, 
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Brooks, this ſhews there was a Confluence of 
Water here; and every body knows, that 
many Springs and Brooks being together, could 
eaſily fill arge Pools, ſufficient for Immerſion, 
and even form and feed great Rivers, which is 
often the Caſe; and beſides, the Uſe this Au- 
thor finds for theſe Springs and Brooks, re- 
quires a conſiderable Quantity of Water, name- 
ly, for the vaſt Multitudes of Men, and for 
their Horſes and Camels; and ſurely, there- 
fore, there muſt be a ſufficient Quantity. to 
cover a Man's Body in. 

(2.) The Words Toe vfamr, polls hudata, 
many Waters, ſignify a large Quantity, great 
Abundance, both in the literal and metaphori- 
cal Senſe of the Phraſe, as it is uſed by the 
Evangeliſt John elſewhere, ſee Rev. i. 15. and 
XVII. 1, 15. and by the Septuagint Interpreters, 
it is uſed even for the Waters of the Sea, 
Pſal. Ixxvii. 19. and cvii. 2 3. and anſwers to 
E227 BD, Mayim Rabbim, in Cant. viii. 7. 
many Waters cannot quench Love; which ſurely 
mult refer not to a ſmall, but a large Quantity 
of Water; and which Phraſe there, the Sep- 
_ Zuagint render by much Water, as we do the 

Phraſe here. | 5 
(3.) Theſe Words are given as a Reaſon, 
not for the Conveniency of Drink for Men and 
their Cattle, but for the Baptizing of Men, 
and the Conveniency of that ; that the Men 
that came to John's Baptiſm came on Horſes 
and Camels, we know not; however, the 

Text aſſigns no Reaſon for the Choice of the 
- Place 


: 


1 


Place upon the Account of Convenience for | 
them, but for Baptiſm only ; and therefore, 
we ſhould not overlook the Reaſon in the 
Text, that is certain, and receive one, which, 
at moſt, is very precarious and uncertain ; be- 
ſides, Fobn had not, at this Time, fuch vaſt 
Multitudes that followed him, thoſe followed 
Chriſt, and not him; he was decreaſing ; 
Chriſt made and baptized more Diſciples than 
he. See ver. 26, 30. and ch. iv, . 

(4.) Suppoſing that vaſt Multitudes ſtill fol- 
lowed him, and were baptized by him, this 
affords no Argument againſt Dipping in Bap- 
_ tiſm; and eſpecially fince this was perfor:ned. 
in a Place where there was much Water. Nor 
was the baptizing of ſuch great Multitudes by 
Immerſion ſo great an Undertaking, as that he 
could not ſurvive it without a Miracle; admit 
the Work to be hard and laborious, yet as his 
Day was, his Strength was, according to the 
Divine Promiſe. We have had Inſtances in 
our own Nation, in our Climate, of Perſons 
that have baptized great Multitudes in Rivers, 
and even in the Winter Time, and that for 
many Days ſucceſſively, it Credit is to be 
given to our own Writers. Mr. Fox the Mar- 
tyrologiſt, relates , from Fabian, that Auſtin, 
Archbiſhop of Canterbury, baptized ten thou- 
ſand in one Day, in the River Sale; and ob- 
ſerves upon it, tha: whereas he then baptized 
in Rivers, it followeth, there were then no uſe 
of Fonts, And the fame,  Ranulþh, the Monk 

of 


Acts and 8 Vol. I. p. 154. 


7 


8 5 — © 
— 


— 1 4 
— —äũ—ͤñͤR 


| 


—— d 
= 


. N — 3 . — . 4 


„ 
4 v 
by 
1 
1 
14 
1 - 
* $ | 
7" of 
#1 
1 b 
© BY 
+ £4 BM 
di! 
vo 
| 3 
'* Ki 
Ws 4 
4} 
* a 
4 x 
$ ik | 
| : + 
I 
4 
' | 
1 
1 
5 * 

* 
* * 
"Ft 1 
18 
N E 
| | 
.T g 
= :'- 
+ 
xz 4 
7 4 4 
10 
$7 28 
£ i4 4 
WV "A 
V4 * 
WW +8 
j 
We | - 
= - 
1 
1 
1 7 
- 7&1 
1 
1 
7 88 
" y 
3” As 
1: BS 
238 
4 1 
=. | 
þ © A 
if 8 
„ 
UE 
_ 
1 5 
"us 5 
„ 
1 
17 
| : 
'S 4 
WM 1 
„ 
io 4 
4 % 
4 * 
TY : 
»/ 12 | 
13 
3 5 
is 5 
Fo J. 
| *: 8 
+144, 
19 -£ 
iS 
14697 1 
5.4 748 
- . 
„ 
TY 
4 94 4 

U 
I 4-4 0 
1 . 4 
[1 . 4 
k +1 : 
7 
"HS 
i 

7 

. 
1 
1 

| 
4 


| 
| 


—ä——ꝛ i ö . . — 
2 TEE can ——. —— — 
E TEES . mg EA — 
2 —— 


[ 104 ] 


of Cheſter affirms, in his Hiſtory *, and ſays, it 0 
was on a Day, in the Middle of Winter; and, 
according to Fox, it was on a Chriftmaſs-Day, 
And our Hiſtorian Bede ſays, that Paulinus, 


for fix and thirty Days ſucceſſively, did nothing 
elſe, than inſtru& the People, which from all 
Parts flocked unto him, and baptized them, 

that were inſtructed, in the River Glen; 210 


who alſo baptized in one Day vaſt Numbers in 


the River Trent, King Edwin being preſent. 
(,.) Though, this Writer ſays, here is no Ap- 
pearance of Dipping, in the Caſe referred to in 
the Text, yet there are ſeveral Pædobaptiſts, 
who are of another Opinion, and think there 
was. Calvin, on the Text, thus writes; from 
ce theſe Words, we may gather, that Baptiſm 
« was performed by John and Chriſt, by a 
<« plunging of the whole Body under Water.“ 
Piſcator, on the Place, has theſe Words; © this 
<« 15 mentioned, to ſignify the Rite of Baptiſm 
which John uſed, namely, plunging the 
whole Body of the Man, ſtanding in the Ri- 
« yer; hence, Chriſt, being baptized of John 


R 


4 


A 


in Jordan, is ſaid to come up out of the 


« Water, Matth. iii. 16. The fame Mode 
& Philip obſerved, A&s viii. 38.“ Arelius, 


on the Paſſage, writes in the following Man- 


ner; but, why, did John ſtay here? He gives 
i Reaſon, becauſe there was much Water 


e Here; wherefore penitent Perſons might be 


% commodiouſly baptized ; and, it ſeems to in- 


4 timate, that a large Quantity of Water was 
| « ne. 


* Polychronicon, Lib. V. c. 10. Y Eccl. Hiſt, L. II. c. 14. 


. 6. p. 79. 
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hot neceſſary in baptizing, that they m might, per- 
E immerſe the whole Body.“ To 
. 1 ſhall only add the Words of Grotius, 
on che Clauſe, 4 Mater: Underſtand, 
fſays he, not many Rivulets, but, ſimply, a 
Plenty of Water; ſuch, namely, in which a 
ks Man's Body could eafily be immerſed: In 
« which — Ou Baptifea was then PEN 


cc ed. 53 


3. Another Text, produced in Favour of 


dipping in Baptifm, is Matth. iii. 16. And je- 
"ſus, when he was baptized, went up firaightway 
.out "of the Water. To which, is objected, that 


* there is no more in the Original, than that 


% our Saviour went up ffraigitway (apo) from 
* the Water; which-Greek Prepoſition always 
naturally ſignifies m, but never out of, and 
therefore, this Inſtance can ſtand in no Stead.” 
But if the Prepoſition never fignifies out of, it 
is ftrange, that our learned Tranſlators ſhould 
ſo render it here, as alſo the Vulgate Latin, H- 


riac, Perfic, and Ethiopic Verfions ; and ſo it 


is rendered in the New Teſtament in ſeveral 
Places, as in Mark xvi. 9. Duke iv. 35, 41. 
Als ii. 9. and xvii. 2. and xxvhi. 23. and in 
others. And, moreover, it ſhould'be obſerved, 
that this Prepoſition anſwers to the Hebrew d 
Min, which fignifies our of, as well as from ; ; 
.and which the Syriac Verſion uſes here: And, 
as a Proof of both, let H/. xl. 2. be conſulted, and 
the Septuagint Verſion of it, where David ſays, 

the Lord brought him up out of an horrible Pit, 
1 . — 0 
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S ao he (&i apo pelou ilubs) and out of the = 
miry Clay. And, if our Lord came up out of 
the Water, it is a clear Caſe, that he muſt have 
been in it; that he went down into it, in Or- 
der to be baptized ; and that he was baptized 
init: And, is it reaſonable to think, he ſhould 
be baptized in the River Jordan, in any other 
Way, than by Immerſion ? See the Note of 
Piſcator, upon the preceding Text. 

4. Acis vii 38, 39. goes in Company with 
the former ; and they went down both into the 
 Water—and when they were come up out of the 
Mater. And the following Remark is made; 
* there can be no more proved from this Text, 
te than that Philip and the Eunuch went down 
to the Water, and came up from it. The Pre- 
poſition (eis) rendred into, naturally ſignifies 
'« unto, and is commonly ſo uſed in the New 
* Teſtament—and the Prepoſition (e) ren- 
* dred out of, properly ſignifies from—lo that 
te there is no Evidence from this Text, that the 
** Eunuch was baptized by dipping.” Here 
our Author ſeems to have in View, a very falſe 
Piece of Criticiſm, frequently uſed upon this 
Text; as if the going down into the Water fig- 
nified no more, than going down to the Bank of 
the Water, to the Water-ſide: And, to ſupport 
Which, his Senſe of the Prepoſition, which he 
would have rendred unto, is calculated. But, 
it ſhould be obſerved, that the Hiſtorian relates 
in ver. 36. that, before this, they were come 
40 a certain Water, to the Water-Side ; and, 

| there- 
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therefore, this, their going down, mult be into 

it. Wherefore, as it cannot be denied, but 
that this Prepoſition frequently ſignifies into, it 
muſt have this Signification here; and this de- 
termines, and ſettles the Senſe al the other 
Prepoſition, and ſhews, that that muſt be ren- 
red, as it is, ouf of ; ſeeing, whereas they went 
down into the Water, when they came up, it 
muſt be out of it: All which gives Evidence, 
that the Eunuch was baptized by dipping, Cal. 
vin thought ſo, who, on the Text, has theſe 
Words; Hic perſpicimus, &c. Here we ſee, 
« what was the Manner of baptizing with the 
«© Antients, for they plunged the whole Body 
% into Water.” 

. The laſt Text, mented in the Debate, 
is Rom. vi. 4. We are buried with him by Bap- 
tiſm into Death, Where Baptiſm is call a 
Burial ; a Burial with Chriſt, a Repreſentation | 
and Reſemblance of his; which it cannot be, 
unleſs it is adminiſtred by Dipping. But this 
Writer obſerves, it is alſo ſaid, we are baptized 
into Chriſ?'s Death; and aſks, © what Reſem- 
„ blance is there in Baptiſm to Chriſt's dying 
upon the Croſs, if we are baptized by Dip- 
ping? Was there any Thing like Dipping in 
* our Saviour's Crucifixion ?— Would you have 
« ſuch a Manner of Death reſembled in Bap- 
<«« tiſm, by drowning Men when you baptize 
them? And affirms, that this Text has no 
© Reference at all, to the Imitation, either of 
** Chriſt's Death or Burial, or to any particu- 

"0 « lar 


1 108.1 

« lar Mode of adminiſtring that ms 
«© but the Scope is to ſhew us our Oblipation, 
ce by Baptiſm, unto a Conformity to the Death 
ce and Refurrection of. Chriſt, by dying unto 
«© Sin, and riſing again unto Newriefs of Life. 
But, we have ſeen; already, that there is 
2 Reſemblance between the Crucifixion and 
Death of Chriſt and Baptiſm, as adminiſtred by 
Dipping. The overwhelming Sufferings of 
Chriſt are fitly ſignifrd, by a Perſon's being 
_ plunged into Water; and a great Likeneſs there 
is betweem the Rural at Chriſt and Baptiſm, as 
performed by Immerſion: And, 5 there 
is no other Mode of adminiſtring that Ordinance, 
that can repreſent a Burial, but Immerſion. 
And be it ſo, _ the Scope of the Place is to 
ſhew us our Obligation, by Baptiſm, unto a 
Conformity to the Death and Reſurtection of 
Chrift, by dying unto Sin, and rifing again to 
Newneſs of Life; then that — ought 
to be fo adminiſtred, that it may repreſent unto 
us, the Death and Refurrection of Chriſt, and 
our dying unto Sin, and riſing unto Newneſs of 
Life; which are done; in a moſt lively Manner, 
by an Immerſion into Water, and an Emerſion 
out of it. And, that there is an Alluſion, in 
this Paſſage, to the primitive Mode of baptizing 
by Dipping, is acknowledged by many Divines 
and Annotators; too many, to recite: I' juſt 
mention two, or three. The Afembly of Di- 
vines, on this Place, fay, © in this Phraſe, the 
**. Apoſtle ſeemeth to allude to the ancient 
« Manner 


Lr! 

Manner of Baptiſm ; which was to dip the 
<< Parties baptized, and, as it were, to bury 
c them under the Water, for a while; and 
1 ben to draw them out of i it, and lift them 

up, to repreſent the Burial of our Old Man, 
8. 445 our Neſurrection to Newnefs of Life.“ 
Dr. Hammond's Paraphraſe of the Words; is this ; 
tis a Thing, that every Chriſtian knows, 
that the Immerſion in Baptiſm, refers to the 
% Death of Chriit; the putting the Perſon 
e baptized into the Water, denotes and pro- 
ce claims the Death and Burial of Chriſt; and 

* ſipnifies our Undertaking in Baptiſm, that we 


« will give over all the Sins of our former 


“ Lives (which is our being buried together 


« with Chrift, or baptized into his Death) that 
© ſo we may live that regenerate new Life 


e (anfwerable to Cariſt's Reſurrection) which 


« conſiſts in a Courſe of all Sanctity, a conſtant” 
e Chrifttan Walk all our Days.” So Piſcator, 


on the Text, videtur reſpicere ad veterem 
« Ritum, &c. It ſeems to reſpect the ancient 


% Rite, when, in the whole Body, they were 
« plunged into Water, and ſo were, as if they 
* had been buried; and immediately were 


«© drawn out again, as out of a Grave.“ But, 
Fourthly, This Writer thinks, it is not pro- 


bable, from the Inſtances of adminiſtring this 


Ordinance in Scripture, that it was performed 

by Dipping: And, 

- 1. He obſerves, © that in Acts ii. 41. there 
Vvere three Thouſand baptized in TE 


cc in 
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in one Day; moſt certainly, adds he, to- 
4 wards the Cloſe of the Day; and aſks, was 
there any Probability (I had almoſt faid Poſ- 
ſibility) that they ſhould all be baptized by 
„ Dipping, in ſo ſhort a Time? Or, is it pro- 


Cc 


*© bable that they could ſo ſuddenly find Wa- 
« ter ſufficient in that City, for the dipping of 
« ſuch a Multitude; eſpecially while they 
% were ſo firmly attached to the ceremonial 
« Inſtitution, v which made.it unlawful for two 


* 


* Perſons to be dipped in the ſame Veſſel of | 
„ Water,” To which I reply, 


(1.) That though three thouſand were added 
to the Church, on one and the ſame Day, i 
does not neceſſarily follow from the Text, w 
they were all baptized in one Day, the Words 
do not oblige to ſuch a Senſe; I am indeed 
willing to allow it, and am of Opinion they 
were baptized ; in one Day ; though it does not 
appear that it was moſt certainly at the Cloſe 
of the Day, as this Writer affirms ; for it was 
but the third Hour, or Nine o'Clock in the 
Morning, when Peter began his Sermon, which 


does not ſeem to be a long one; and when that 


was ended, after ſome Diſcourſe with the con- 
verted Perſons, and Exhortations to them, this 


Ordinance was adminiſtred; and if Auſtin, as 


we have ſeen from our Hiſtorians, could baptize 
ten thouſand in a ſhort Winter Day, it need 


not ſeem improbable, and much leſs impoſ- 
fible, that three thouſand ſhould be baptized, 


even at the Cloſe of a Day; when it is con- 
5 ſidered 
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- ſidered that there were twelve Apoſtles to ad- 


miniſter Baptiſm to them, and it was but two 
hundred and fifty Perſons a- piece; and beſides, 
there were the ſeventy Diſciples, who were 
- Adminiſtrators of this Ordinance ; and ſup- 
| poſing them all employed, they would have 


no more than ſix or ſeven and thirty Perſons 


a- piece to baptize; and as for the Difference 
between adminiſtring the Ordinance by Dip- 
ping, and by Sprinkling, it is very inconſider- 
able; for the ſame Form of Words muſt be 
pronounced i in adminiſtring it one Way as an- 
other; and a Perſon being ready, is very near 
as ſoon dipped into Water, as Water can be 


taken and iprinkled or ee on his Face. 


And, 

(. 2.) Whereas a Difficulty 3 1s made of finding 
ſuddenhy Water ſufficient in the City of Jeru- 
alem, for the Dipping of ſuch a Multitude; it 


ſhould be obſerved, that beſides Baths in pri- 


vate Houſes, for Purification by Immerſion, in 
caſe of Menftrua' s, Gonorrhza's, &c. there 
were in the T emple an Apartment called the 
Dipping-Room, for the High-Prieſt to dip 


himſelf in, on the Day of Atonement; and 


there were ten Lavers of Braſs, each of which 


held forty Baths of Water, ſufficient for the 
Immerſion of the whole Body of a Man; and 
there was the Molten Sea, for the Prieſts to 
waſh in, which was done by Immerſion ; and 
there were alſo ſeveral Pools in the City, as the 


Pools of Betheſda, Silaam, &c, where Perſons 
: | bathed 


— * 
— — = 
SE. i a 


1 


rn 


* 2 — A — — — — * „* 
rr BIT. ee 22 


PPP 


rr 
oa ” r 
3 


e N 1 _ 
n i IR F 8 . jr n 8 2 K IEEE 
_ - RGA 2 1 TD * 3 . 
oe - n 
N pens 4 


ͤ— ——— ũ—— — 


n 

bathed or dipped themſelves, on certain Oc- 
cafions: So that there were Conveniencics | 
enough for Baptiſm by Immerſion, in this 
Place. And, 

(3.) As for what this Author fays, that ac- 
cording to the iceremonial Inſtitution, it was 

unlawful for two Perſons to be dipped i in the 

lame Veſſel of Water, I muft own my Igno- 
rance of it, till ſome Proof is given; the Laver 
in the Temple was in common for the Prieſts. 

2. The Narrative of Paul's Baptiſm, he 
fays, makes it appear to be adminiſtred in his 
Bed-Room, Acts ix. , 18. but that he was 
in his Bed-Room when Ananias came to him, 
is not ſo clear; however, certain it is, that he 
aroſe, and was baptized. Whether he aroſe 
off of his Bed, or off of his Chair, cannot be 
ſaid ; but be that as it will, had the Ordinance 
been to have been performed by fprinkling or 
pouring a little Water on him, he need not 
have roſe up from either; but he aroſe, and 
went either to a Bath that might be in Judas 8 
Houſe, fit for ſuch a Purpoſe, or to ſome cer- 
tain Place without Doors, convenient for the 
Adminiſtration of the Ordinance. i 

3. The 3 of the Text, Acts x. 47. 

Can any Man forbid Water, that theſe ſhould 

nat be baptized? he ſays, ſeem plainly to con- 
tradict the Dipping of Cornelius and his Hou- 
ſhold. But why ſo? there is nothing in the 
Text contradicts it; for the Senſe is, Can any 


Man A the Uſe of his River or Bath, or 
OY what 


I 
what Conveniency he might have, for the 
baptizing of Perſons? Which ſhews, that it 
required a Place of ſome Quantity of Water, 
ſufficient for baptizing by Immerſion ; other- 
wile it would not have been in the Power of 
any Man to hinder them having a little Water, 
to be ſprinkled or poured on the Face. And 
what follows confirms it; And he contmanded 
them to be baptized in the Name of the Lord ; 
beſides, the Words of the Text may be ren- 
dered, ' Can any Man forbid that theſe ſhould be 
| baptized: with Water? See Eraſmus on the 
Place. Wherefore, what this Writer ſays, that 
the Apoſtle did not ſpeak of forbidding the 
Water to. run in the River, or to remain in 
any other Receptacle or Reſervoir of Water, 
and therefore muſt ſpeak of bringing Water 
for their Baptiſm, 1s 1 8 impertinent and ri- 
diculous. 
4. He obſerves, that © the Gaoler 8 his 
© Houſhold were baptized in the Dead of the 
Night, in the ſame Hour of his Converſion 
by the Earthquake; and therefore, there 
Was no Probability (nor indeed Poſſibility) 
of their going to any Depth of Water for 
that Purpoſe, Acts xvi. 33.” But where 
is the Impoſlibility, or Improbability of it? 
 Grotius thinks it probable, that there was a 
Pool in the Priſon, where he waſhed the 
Stripes of the Apoſtles, and here the Ordinance 
might be adminiſtred ; but, if not, it is not 


unreaſonable to ſuppoſe, that they went out af 
| the 
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it muſt be the moſt proper Mode of Adm 
tration; But, 
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the Priſon, to the River near the City, where 


the Oratory, or Place of Prayer was, ver. 13. 
and there adminiſter the Ordinance, and then 
return to the Priſon again, before Morning, 


_ unobſerved by any. Compare ver. 30. and 34. 
together: And now let it be confidered, whe- 


ther theſe Inſtances, as our Author ſays, are 


| ſufficient to convince an unprejudiced Perſon, 


that the Ordinance was not adminiſtred by : 


renz in the Apoſtolick Times. 


e concludes, that ſeeing Sprinkling was 


the greateſt Purification among the Jes, and 
the Blood of Chriſt, and the Influences of the 


Holy Spirit, are frequently repreſented by 
Sprinkling, but never by Dipping ; therefore, 


Y 


1. It muſt be denied, that Sprinkling was 
the greateſt Purification among the Jeus; 
their principal Purifications, and which were 
moſt frequently uſed in Caſes of Ceremonial 


Uncleanneſs, were performed by Immerſi- 
on, and therefore they are called Waſhrngs, 


or Baptiſms, in Heb. ix. 10. and even the Pu- 


"rification by the Aſhes of the Red Heifer, 
Which this Writer inſtances in, was not per- 


formed without bathing the Perſon all over in 
Water, Numb. xix. 19. and which was the 


cloſing and finiſhing Part of it. 


2. It is not Fact, that the Blood of Chriſt, 


and the Influences df; the Spirit, are never re- 


. A by — The bloody Sufferings 


of 


— 
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of Chriſt, and the large Abundance of his 
Blood-ſhed, are called a Baptiſm, or Dipping, 
 Lukexii, 50. And his Blood is repreſented, as 
a Fountain opened to waſh i in, for Sin, and for 
Uncleanneſs, Zech. xm. 1. And the Donation 
of the Spirit, on the Day of Pen; ren, is alſo 
called a Baptiſm, or Dipping, Acts i. 5. But, 


it is not on thoſe alluſive Expreſſions, Tinh we 
lay the Streſs of the Mode of the adminiſtring 


this Ordinance, though they are only ſuch, this 


Author attempts to mention, in Favour of 
Sprinkling. Wherefore, upon the Whole, let 
the Reader judge, which is the moſt proper and 
ſignificative Rite, uſed in the Adminiſtration of 


the Ordinance of Baptiſm ; whether Immer- 
ſion, which is the proper and primary Senſe of 


the Word Baptiſm, and is confirmed to be the 
Rite uſed, by the Places in which Baptiſm was 
adminiſtred; 2 by ſeveral ſcriptural Inſtances 
and Examples of it, as well as by alluſive Ex- 


preſſions; and which fitly repreſents the Death, 


Burial and Reſurrection of Chriſt; or, Sprink- 
ling, which the Word Baptiſm never ſignifies; 
and is not confirmed by any of the ſaid Ways; 
nor does it repreſent any Thing, for which Bap- 
tiſm is adminiſtred. Let it be, therefore, ſe- 


riouſly conſidered, what a daring Thing it is, 


to introduce into this Ordinance, Subjects which 


Chriſt never appointed, and a Mode of admi- 


niſtring it, never uſed by Him, or his Apoſtles, 
In Matters of Worſhip, God is a jealous God. 
The Caſe of Nadab and Abibu ought to be re- 


membred 


* 


4 | 


* 


membred by us; who offered ſtrange Fire, the 
rd commanded not. In Things, relating to 
hip, as this Ordinance of Bap- 
is a Pat of Divine Worthip, . we ough to 
avVe.a 1 ection from God, either a Precept, 
or a Precedent: And we. ought to keep to the 
Rule, both as to Matter at Manner, and not 
dare to innovate in either, leſt it ſhould be ſaid 
to us, who hath required this at your. Hands ? 
and become chargeable with ill-worſhip, 1 
with teaching for 
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